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HE N firſt I enter'd upon the enſuing Traft, I 
had no Intention to trouble the Reader with 
any thing in the way of Preface. But my Remarks upon 
Sincerity having fince appeared in publick,: together 
vit a Preface by the Reverend the Dean of Chiche- 
ſter, I ſhould be unjuſt both to him and to the Truth, 
| ſhould T let ſlip ſo proper an Occaſion as this, f declaring 
| to the World my entire Satisfaftion in what he has 
there offered, towards clearing a certain Paſſage ik the 
Repreſentation from an Objection, to which I once 
thought it liable. The Paſſage I need not to repeat, it 
i cited at large in the Dean's Preface. The Objection 
may be found in the firſt Chapter of my Defence ; and 
to theſe J refer the Reader. © A A 
It was once in my Thoughts to have examined my 
mn Argument at large, and to have pointed out its 
7 | as it runs thro' every particular Branch 
of it. it requires no great Judgment to diſcern, that 
the Concluſion relies entirely upon a „ pe Mares 
of the Peaſe to declare out of God's Fayour, uhic 
I took in an abſolute Senſe, whereas it may as well 
be taken (and the Dean aſſures us that it was uſed 
by the Committee) in a relative one. The Strength of 


my Argument lies in this: That if Men ſhall be caſt out 


of God's Favonr for not comphing with the Injunctions 
of the Church, tho they be fincerely perſuaded that what 
ſhe enjoins is contrary to God's Mil, i. e. to his revealed 
Mill, the Authority of the Church muſt then be abſo- 
lute ; which is certainly true, if by being caſt out of 
b . — » 
7 A 3 God's 
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„ The PREFACE. 
_ God's Favour you mean being abſolutely caſt out of 
God's Favour, or being actually fallen under the 
Wrath of God: For this manifeſtly leaves every Chri- 
ſtian under an Obligation to ſubmit to whatever the 
Church enjoins, even th what ſhe enjoins ſhould'be con- 
zrary to the expreſs Laws or Declarations of the Goſpel 
But if by being caſt out of God's Favour you under- 
ſtand with the Dean, having forfeited one Claim o- 
Title tothe Favour of God, by, or according to, the 
'Terms or Conditions of the Goſpel; the Conſequence 
will not be the ſame; becauſe a Man's forfeiting his 
Title tothe Favour of God according to theſe Con- 
ditions, does not neceſſarily imply his falling under the 
£ Wrath of God. He forfeits his Title to God's Favour 
N according to the Conditions laid down in the 
1 Goſpel, who does not fulfil thoſe Conditions. But he 
only falls under the Wrath of God who tranſgreſſes 
his Duty. Nov it is plain that Circumſtances may ſo 
happen, as that it ſhall be a Man's Duty not to do 
that which yet is a CoMNlition, upon the Performance 
of which only the Favoux of God is promiſed in the 
Goſpel ; and this is the Caſh of all thoſe who break the 
Laws of the Goſpel thro an \nvoluntary Error. The) 
certainly do as they ought: to do, when, they follow their 
Conſciences, tho erroneous, and therefore cannot for that 
reaſon fall under the Wrath of God; yet at the ſame 
time they break thoſe Conditions, upon the Performance 
of which only the Favour of God is Niete, in the Goj- 
pel, and conſequently can have no Title to the Favour 
of God in virtue of thoſe Promiſes. 1 
Tue Caſe then is now clear, that the Committee h 
claiming to the Church ſuch'a Power as will juſtify her 
zn declaring thoſe out of God's Favour who. refuſe to 
comply with her lawful Injunfions, tho they be honeſt 
and ſincere in that Refuſal, did not mean to give her a 
Power of binding Men by her Laws, when' they ſhall up- 
on the beſt Examination appear to them to be contrar) 
to the Laus of the Goſpel, and conſequent iy have nu 
e et „ 3 e ; | claimed \ 
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claimed an abſol..c Authority. All that they mean 
is, that uben Meu'tranſgreſs the Laws of the Goſpel 
. whereof is," that they obey them that have the 

ule over them in Things indifferent) Obedience to 
theſe Laws being the Condition upon which only the Fa- 
wour of God is promiſed in the Goſpel, the Church may 
declare that ſuch Perſons have no Title to the Favour 
of God by the Goſpel, and conſequently has a Right to 
unchurch them, 1. e. to exclude them from external 
and viſible Communion. Such a Right as this makes 
no manner of Alteration in that Obligation which Mex 
dye under to purſue that which their own Judgments or 
Conſciences direct them to. In this Reſpett it leaves 
every Man juſt as it finds him, and if any Plea for 
Mercy can be founded upon this. Bottom, it meddles not 1 
with it. F any one doubts whether the Committee | | 
did Juſtice to his Lordſhip, in ſuppoſing. that he uſed the | 
Phraſe to declare out of God's Favour in this 
. Senſe, this one Obſervation, I hope, will ſatisfy. him. 

His Loradſbip had juſt been ſtating the Caſe between 
Proteſtants and Papiſts, and had in effett declared 
that both Parties are juſtified by their private Perſug- 
Hon of the Agreeableneſs of their reſpective Methods of 
Religion to the Mill of God, i. e. by their Sincerity. 
Now by being juſtified” I think his Lordſhip can meag 
nothing leſs than being juſtified as Chriſtians; aud 
juſtified as Chriſtians none are, or can be, but thoſe 
who. are entitled to the Favour. of God according to 
thoſe. Terms which Chriſtianity propoſes, i. e. accord- 
ing to the Terms of the Goſpel. The Caſe being this 
reſolved, he makes the following Obſervation, which 
gave occaſion to the Remark of the Committee, which 
we are now upon. If this were duly and impartially 
conſidered, it would be impoſſible for Men to — 
declare out of God's Favour any of their Fellow 
Creatures upon any other Conſideration than 
os wicked Diſhoneſty and Inſincerity, Oc. It 
plain here that by declaring Men qut of God's 
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mi, Two PREPACQOE” 
Favour, his Lordſhip meant the ſame iuith declaring 
them not. juſtified, becauſe this, that Men are juſti- 
fied-by their Sincerity, is alledged as a Reaſon -why 
Men ought not to be declared out of God's: Favour 
upon any other Conſideration than that of Inſincerity. 
Wherefore ſince by being juſtified his Lordjbip means 
being entitled to the Favour of God according to the 
Terms of the Goſpel; by declaring out of God's 
Favour, or by declaring not jaſtified, he muſt alſo 
mean declaring out of God's Favour according to the 
Terms of the Goſpel. SOT EEE 
Thus much I thought my ſelf bound to ſay in Juſtice 
to the Committee, and after this I think I. am not con- 
cerned with the Dean's Preface, any. farther than to 
return him my humble Thanks for the undeſerved Ho- 
nour he, bas done me. However, that I may. not be 
thought partial, I will take notice of one thing, viz. 
that there ſeems to be a very great Difference between 
the Conſequence of his Lordſbip's Doctrine, as ir is 
ffated by the Dean, and as it is ſtated by the Com- 
mittee. The Conſequence as ſtated by the Com- 
mittee is, That. if his Lordſbip's Doctrine be true, 
there is an end of all Church Authority ro op11Gs 
any to external Communion, and of all Power 
that one Man, in what Station ſoever, can have 
oyer another in Matters of Reiition. The Conſe- 
quence as ſtated by the Dean is, That if his Lordſhip's 
Doctrine be true, there is in theſe Caſes no room 6 
the Church to exerciſe any Authority by unchriſti- 
aning, unchurching, and. declaringiout of God's 
Favour, 7. e. by txcLupinNG FROM external Commu- 
nion. Now as wide as this Difference appears at firſt 
Sight to be, I doubt not but upon Trial it will admit of 
a very eaſy Reconciliation. For the Difference lies not 
in this, that the Dean in his way of ſtating he Con- 
ſequence has contradicted the Committee, bye in 
this only, that he has not ſtated the Conſequence 9 
fully as i is Pared in the Repreſentation. There 
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-— "The PREFACE  ivi 
tuo things which the Committee ſeem to haue intends 
ed to ſbow in this Obſervation, via. That his Lordſhip 
by teaching that there is but one Conſideration, to wit, 
that of wicked Diſhoneſty and Infincerity, ' which 
wil juſtify unchriſtianing, unchurching, or declare- 
ing out of God's Favour; and that of this ou? 
Conſideration in theſe Caſes, (i. e. in the Caſe of 
Chriſtians chuſing a Communion) God alone is Judge. 
That bis Lordſhip, I ſay, by teaching this, had taken 
away from the Church all Authority, 1ſt. To impoſe 
Terms of Communion: And zdly, To- unchriſtian, 
unchurch, or declare out of God's Favour, 7. e. ro 
excommunicate. -The firſt of theſe two Points is fully 
expreſſed in theſe Words, there is evidently an end 
of all Church Authority to oblige any to external 
Communion. The ſecond is implied under theſe, 
and of all Power that one Man in what Station 
ſoever, can have over another in Matters of Rgli- 
gion. For that-theſe Words relate to Excommuni- 
cation is manifeſi from thoſe which immediately follow; 
And this will ſhew what his Lordſhip's true Mean 
ing is, under the many Colours and Diſguiſes he 
makes uſe of when he ſpeaks of Excommunticartionz 
and that he does not write more againſt the Abuſe, 
than the uſe of it. Now as to the firſt of theſe [ufe- 
rences from his Lordſhip's Doctrine, the Dean, you 
may perceive, has entirely dropt it; and the Reaſon, 1 
ſuppoſe, was, becauſe he thought there <yas-no- nee# 
to mention it, it being only a natural and obvious 
Deduction from the latter, which he has largely in- 
ed upon. For if the Church may not declare thoſe out 
of God's Favour according to the Terms laid down in 
the Goſpel, who: refuſe to ſubmit to her lawful Injun- 
tions (which certainly ſhe may not, if it be true that 
#0 Conſideration but that of Infincerity will juſtify her 
in fo doing, and that of this Confideration God alone 
is Judge) the Reaſon of this muſt be, betcauſe #0 comply 
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vi The PREFACE. by 
Favour, his Lordſhip meant the ſame iuith declaring 
them not juſtified, becauſe this, that Men are juſti- 
ned hy their Sincerity, is alledged as a Reaſon -why 
Men ought not to be declared out of God's Favour 
upon any ot her Conſideration than that of Inſincerity. 
Hherefore ſince by being juſtified his Lordjbip means 
being entitled to the Favour of God according to the 
Terms of the Goſpel; by declaring out of God's 
Favour, or by declaring not juſtified, he muſt alſo 
mean declaring out of God's Favour according to the 
Terms of the Goſpel. I's 7 Dx 
Thus much I thought my ſelf bound to ſay in Juſtice 
to the Committee, and after this I think I. am not con- 
cerned with the Dean's Preface, any farther than to 
return him my humble Thanks for the undeſerved Ho- 
nour he bas done me. However, that I may not be 
thought partial, I will take notice of one thing, viz. 
that there ſeems to be a very great Difference between. 
the Conſequence of his Lordſbip's Doctrine, as it is 
ſtated by the Dean, and as it is ſtated by the Com- 
mittee. The Conſequence as ſtated by the Com- 
mittee is, That. if his Lordfbip's Doctrine be true, 
there is an end of all Church Authority ro opL1GE 
any to external Communion, and of all Power 
that one Man, in what Station ſoever, can have 
over another in Matters of Religion. The Conſe- 
quence as ſtated by the Dean is, That if his Lordſbip's 
Doctrine be true, there is in theſe Cifes no room * 
the Church to exerciſe any Authority by unchriſti- 
aning, unchurching, and declaring gut of God's 
Favour, i. e. by txcLuDING FROM: external Commu- 
nion. Now as wide as this Difference appears at firſt 
Sight to be, I doubt not but upon Trial it will admit of 
a very eaſy Reconciliation, For the Difference lies not 
in this, that the Dean in his way of ſtating the Con- 
ſequence has contradicted the Committee, byt in 
this only, that he has not ſtated the Conſequence 7 
fully as it is Pated in the Repreſentation. "There's 
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— Thee PREFACE vii 
tuo things which the Committee ſeem to haue intends 
ed to ſbow in this Obſervation, viz. That bis Lordſhip 
by teaching that there is but one Chnfider ation; to wit, 
that of wicked Diſhoneſty and Inſincerity, which 
will juſtify unchriſtianing, anne puny or declare- 
ing out of God's Favour; and that ef this one 
Conſideration in theſe Caſes, (i. e. in the Caſe of 
Chriſtians chufing a Communion) God alone is Judge. 
That his Lordſhip, I ſay, by teaching this, had 'takew 
away from the Church all Authority, 1ſt. To impoſe 
Terms of Communion: And zdly, To unchriſtian, 
unchurch, or declare out of God's Favour, 7. e. ts 
excommunicate. The firſt of theſe two Points is fully 
* e in theſe Words, there is evidently an end 
of all Church Authority to oblige any to external 
Communion. The ſecond i implied under theſe, 
and of all Power that one Man in what Station 
ſoever, can have over another in Matters of Reli- 
gion. For that theſe Words relate to Excommuni- 
cation is manifest from thoſe which immediately follow; 
And this will ſhew what his Lordſhip's true Mean- 
ing is, under the many Colours and Diſguiſes he 
makes uſe of when he ſpeaks of Excommunicationz 
and that he does not write more againſt the Abnſe, | 
than the uſe of it. Now as to the firſt of theſe Tufe- * 
rencke from his Lordſhip's Doctrine, the Dean, you 
may perceive, has entirely Aropt it; and the Reaſon, 1 
ſuppoſe, was," becauſe he thought there was no" need 
td mention tt, it being only a natural aud obvious 
Deduction from the latter, which he has largely in- 
ed upon. For if the Church may not declars thoſe out 
of God's Favour according to the Terms laid down in 
the Goſpel, oho refuſe to ſubmit to her lawful' Injun- 
ions (which certainly ſhe may not, if it be true that 
10 Conſideration but that of Infincerity will juſtify her 
in fo doing, and that of this Confideration God alone 
is Judge) the Reaſon of this muſt be, betanſe #0 comply 
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with the Lawful Injunttions of the Church is no Term 
of the Goſpel; becauſe, if to comply with the lawful 
Injunttions of the Church were a Term of the Goſpel, 
it is plain that the Church might then declare that 
thoſe who refuſe to ſubmit o thoſe” Injunitions, have 
forfeited their Title to the Fawour of God, according 
to the Terms propoſed in the Goſpel. But to comply 
with the lauf Injunctions of the Church muſt be a 
Term of the Goſpel, if the Goſpel has given to the 
Church a Right to impoſe Terms of Communion, i. e. 
to oblige any to external Communion; and conſequently; 
ffnce bis Lordſhip has in Vertue of his Dodtrine, denied 
the one, he is bound in Vertue of the ſame Doctrine to 
deny the other alſo. ++ A . 
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have ſaid this only to ſatisfy thoſe who may doubt 
i, that the Conſequence as ſtated by the Dean, and as 
ftated by the Committee, amounts in the end to the ve- 
zy ſame. For were I ſpeaking to his Lordſhip only, I 
might have ſpared my ſelf the Trouble of jufifying this 
Conclufion ; becauſe it is one of thoſe Conſequences 
which his Lordſhip himſelf (a) owns, and 5 fond of, 
as putting an end to that which, in his Judgment, 
there ought to be an end of. But here a, Queſtion 
may be moved, viz. whether it be rightly inferred from 
his Lordſhip's Doctrine, that he has taken away from 
the Church all Authority of Excommunicating, i. e. 
f ſhutting. Men out from external and viſible Com- 
munion? Now to this 1 anſwer in general, that he 
hath. evidently taken away all Authority fo excommu- 
nicate, in all thoſe Caſes where there is $00t to ſuppoſe. 
that the Offender . als with Sincerity. For if none 
"ought to be declared out of God's Favour according to 
the Terms or Conditions of the Goſpel, upon any ot her 
Confideration than that of wicked Diſhoneſty and In- 
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fincerity, it is certain that none ought to be excluded 
from viſible Communion «pon any other Conſiderations 
becauſe Excluſion from viſible Communion,” always ” 
proceeds, or ought to proceed, upon à Suppoſition that 
the Perſon to be excluded has aforehand ſbut himſelf 
out from the Favour of God, according to the Terms of 
the Goſpel. And. if none ought to be excluded from 
external Communion but inſincere Perſons, the 
Church, before ſhe excludes them, ought to be aſſured of 
their Infincerity, unleſs you will ſay that the Church 
may exclude Men from external Communion. for a 
Cauſe which is not evident. More particularly there- 
fore 1 obſerve, t. That his Lordjhip by 75 Doctrine 
hath taken away from the Church all Au: brity to ex- 
communicate for Diſobedience to Church Injuncti- 
ons. For this is the very Caſe to which his Lordſhip 
himſelf has applied his Rule, and with reſpect to which 
he affirms (how truly I do not ſay) that God alone is 
judge of the Sincerity or Inſincerity of Men's Hearts. * . 
2. He hath alſo taken away. from the Church all Au- 
thority to excommunicate for Diſobedience to mam 
of the expreſs Laws of the Goſpel; particuldrly thoſe 
which relate to Faith, or are purely of a poſitive Na- 
ture; becauſe in all theſe Caſes it is plain that there is 
rom for Ignorance and Error to creep in, and conſe- 
quently room to ſuppoſe that the Offender acts .with 
dincerity. And that you may not think I carry this 
Point farther than his Lordſhip intended it, he himſelf 
bas alſo applied his Rule to ſuch Offenders as theſe. 
For he has applied his Rule to Papilts as well as Pro- 
teſtants, who, as every one knows, differ | from us in 
many things which are very far from being indifferent. 
Suppoſe then that any ſhould ariſe up among ns, who 
ſould plead for the groſſeſt Corruptions in the Church 
Rome: Suppoſe, for Inſtance, thatyhey ſhould pay 
Adoration to Images, to Saints and Angels, or that 
they ſhould worſhip the conſecrated Bread and Wine, 
2 i. e. Sup- 


CS IF" _— —_ = 8 
.. Bc — 
: |; — DI 


SB 
_ he 


: — : 3 
2 1932 n — 
* 


1 
+ dhe ergy doe. — — rue —— Go <a, 205 re 5 con 
r TOE oa E 
— r 
. 


— - 
1 
1 a 
- — = . 
— * 
2322 N 8 * 
K. — —⁊ = E — 
+ 

- 


— — ——j — 


E e ERBESGE 0 
i. e. Suppoſe them to be grols Idolaters; may we 
declare ſuch Perſons to have forfeited their Title t9 
God's Favour by the Terms of the Goſpel, and in con- 

\ ſequence -hereof ſhut them out from our Communion ! 
No, we may not; and his Lordſhip haus told us the 
Reaſon why, viz. Becauſe, for ought we can tell, al 
this may. be done ſincerely ! The» ſame” thing may. be 
ſaid as to any other Hereſtes ou can well imagine. 
For 3. His Lordſhip, fo far as I can perceive, haz, 

in Vertue of this Doctrine, left no room for the Church 
ro exerciſe any Authority by excommunicating, ex- 
cept #nly for Diſobedienge to Laws acknowledged 
by the Offenders themſelves. And of this, I ſup- 
poſe, all thoſe are guilty, ' who allow themſelves in 

_ groſs Immoralities, which being direct Violations of 
that general Law of Nature, which God has in- 


planted in the Hearts of all Men, one may always | 
be ſure to fiad wicked Diſhoneſty and Inſincerity 
at the Bottom. His Lordſbip's Principle therefore 
cannot, I think, reach to ſuch Caſes as theſe, and 
therefore I cannot ſay, that in Vertue of it he has ( 
abſolutely taken from the Church all Power of Ex- ( 
communication. The Dean of Chicheſter ſeems 0 
to have been ſenſible of this, aud accordingly has 1 
in his 'wny of Arguing , confined himſelf to thoſe 4 
Caſes to which his Lordſbip had confined his Aſ- b 
ſertion. If the Committee meant to do ſo too, C 
their Inference is. in every reſpect exact If not, ti 
his Lordſhip may, if he pleaſes, charge them with t 
want of Accuracy, but not with Tnjuſtice, in ſajin; il 7. 
here, that he has written againſt the Uſe of Ex- 5 
communication. For tho' he, has not done it it 5 
this Place, there are Places enough to be found 
' where he has, as I have ſhewn at large in (b) a- þ 
not her Treatiſe, . 1 


Y See the Defence. Chap. IV. and V- 4 
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And now let the Reader conſider what a fine Idea 
his Lordſhip has given us of Church Communion, whilf 
he has made the Church to be a gathering of Chriſt ians, 
i. e. of Believers in Chriſt,” as oppoſite in their Notions 
concerning the particular Doctrines of Chriſtianity as 
Light is to Darkneſs, and held together by the ſingle in- 
vitble Band of Sincerity ! Or rather let him conſider 
what a fine Idea he has given us of himſelf, whilſt he 
has denied the very Being of that Power, which he us 4 
Biſhop of che Church of England ig bound to exerciſe ! 
Hu Lordſhip has long ago been put in mind of the ſolemn 
Profeſſion he made at his Conſecration, viz. that by 
the Help of God he would correct and puniſh, accord- 
ing to fuch Authority as he hath by God's Word, 
and as ſhould be committed to him by the Ordi- 
nance of this Realm, ſuch as be unquiet, diſobedient, 
and criminous in his Dioceſe. il his Lordſhip. ſay 
that the Ordinance of this Realm (which I need not 
obſerve is here ſuppoſed to be agreeable to the Word of 
God) gives him Authority to excommunicate in thoſe 
Caſes only in which there is no room to ſuppoſe that the 
Offender acts with Sincerity? I hope he will not. And 
yet by his own Rule he ought to excommunicate at leaſt 
in none but ſuch; becauſe according to him none at leaſt 
but thoſe who wickedly offend againſt their o] . 
Conſciences are the proper Subjects of Excommunica- 
tion. I ſpeak not. thu as if I thought that the Truth of 
this, or any. other Caſe, was to be determined by the 
Laws and Conſtitutions of this particular Church, No, 
Churches may err as well as private Men, and the 
Church of England has no greater Pretence to Infallt- 
bility than any other. But I think verily that his Lord» 
ſhip ought either to change his Mind in this Particular, 
or if he cannot, to give up a Truſt which ke cannot exc- 
cute wit bout atting contrary to his own Opinion, 
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A to the Truth of the Caſe, if I may be allowed to 
declare my Senſe of it, the Church is no more concern- 
ed to enquire into the Sincerity of Mens Heatts. than 
the Civil Magiſtrate. She ſits as 4 viſible Judge as 
well as he. She judges the outward Actions of Men, 
conſidered as affetting the good Order and Government 
of the Body Spiritual, as he does the ſame, conſidered 
as affecting the good Order and Government of the 
Body Politick. The Laws of the Goſpel are her Rule, 
as the Statutes of the Realm are his, When theſe Laws 
are openly violated, ſhe has a Right to proceed againſt 
the Offender as the Goſpel directs, i. e. to exclude him 
from her Communion ;; and this Sentence of hers is no 
more to be over · ruled by any Plea of Conſcience, than 
the Sentence of the other. JTis true the Church of- 
fends when ſhe excommunicates any for an undue Cauſe, 
i. e. when ſhe excommunicates thoſe who have not 
tranſgreſſed the Laws of the Goſpel; and ſo does the 
Civil Magiſtrate too, when he puniſhes any who have 
not tranſgreſſed the Laws of the Commonwealth. Yet 
as his Sentence, tho undeſervealy paſſed, is not rever- 
ſable by any inferior Members of the Civil Society, ſo 
neither is the Sentence of the Church reverſable by any 
inferior Members of the Eccleſiaſtical. Both Sentences 
are definitive with reſpect to the preſent State of the 
_ Offenders, and the wrong Judgment ſhall not be ac- 
counted for, till both they and their Judges ſhall appear 
together before the Tribunal of God: 5 RY 


As this is the only Foot upon which the Right of Ex- 
communication can be maintained conſiſtently with 
ound Senſe, ſo I am perſuaded it anſwers ta the Prattice 
of the: Church in all Ages. Many Inſtances we have 
from the beginning, of. Perſons excommunicated for cr- 
roneous Opinions as well as for immoral. Practices. 
But what inſtances can we find in all Antiquity, where 
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the Governours of the Church have made it any Part of 
their Conſideration, whether theſe Errors were embraced 
ſincerely or inſincerely ? In truth, were the Church rs 
enter upon ſuch an Enquiry as this, 1 would ait a very 
ridiculous Part; and to imagine that ſhe is bound ro 
enter upon ſuch. an Enquiry, is in effect to deny that in 
Caſes of this nature ſhe has any Power to excommuni- 
cate. . For what difference is there in ſaying that the 
Church hath no Power to excommunicate, and in ſaying 
that ſhe hath 4 Power to excommunicate under fuck 
Circumſtances, as it is in the nature of the thing im- 


poſſible ſhe ſhould judge of. 


As to the State of. thoſe who are excommunicated, 


- 


with reſpe& to the Fayour of God, the Church nei- 


ther does nor can pretend to meddle with it, ſo as b 

her Sentence to make it either better or worſe. The 
Miniſters of ' Chriſt conſidered as Governours , have 
nothing to do but to preferve outward Order and Diſ- 
cipline, and therefore no Sentence paſſed by them Can 
poſſibly affect the State of Chriſtians any farther than 
with reſpet to outward and vilible Communion. I 
am ſo fully perſuaded that this is the Senſe of the Com- 
mittee, that I muſt needs ſtop here to do them Juſtice 
againſt his Lordſhip, who would very fain perſuade us 
of the contrary. . (c) Excommunication, ſays he, is 
mentioned as having to do with the Favour 
or Anger of God, and great Diſpleaſure is expreſ- 
ſed againſt me for not making the Anger of God 
DEPENDENT upon it. This is bis Lordſhip's Charge; 
but it will require more Skull even than he himſelf 38 
Maſter of, to make it appear to be true. For the Words 
of the Committee are no other than theſe : Your Lord- 
ſhips will judge from hence, what View he has in 
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onouncing— Human Excommunications to 
BE nothing to do with the Favour 'or Anger of 
God From whence ſhould their Lordſhips judge? 
Why (as the Words immediately preceding manifeſtly 

fhew) from the Pas e which they had before cited, in 
which, (as they obſerved) bis Lordſhip had pleaded not 
only againſt the Abuſe, but againſt the Uſe of Excom- 
munication. And what ſhould their Lordſhips infer 
om hence? What ? Why certainly not that it was the 
B;ſhop's Opinion that Human Excommunications have 
nat hing to do with the Favour or Anger of God (for this 
bad been at this time a very ridiculous Obſervation) 
bat that his Lordſbip's View was much deeper than his 
Words ſometimes beſpoke it to he; that therefore when 


he pronounced Human Excommunications ro have no- 


thing to do with the Favour or Anger of God, it muſt 
not be ſuppoſed that hereby he had expreſſed the whole 


ef what be intended to deny, which, indeed was not only 


this, but that there is any ſuch thing in the Church as 


4 Power to excommunicate at all. That this is the true 


Senſe of the Paſſage will be farther evident, by conſider- 
ing the Manner in which it i introduced by the Com- 
mittee. This, /ay they, will ſhew what his Lord- 
ſhip's true Meaning is, under the many Corovuks 
and Disculsks he makes uſe of, when he ſpeaks of 
Excommunication —— Your Lordſhips will judge 
from hence what View he has in pronouncing, &c. 
This, 1 ſay, manifeſtly ſhews, that in the Opinion of the 
Committee his Lordſhip*s pronouncing Human Excom- 
munications to have nothing to ao with the Favour or 
Anger of Goa, was only a Colout made uſe of by hin 
to diſguiſe bis real Sentiment, that the Church has no 
Power at all to excommunicate ; juft as his prononncing 


In general that the Church hath no abſolute Authority, 


was 4 Colour to diſguiſe his real Sentiment, that 1 he 
Church hath no Authority, © | 


* 
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: If 1 miſtake not, then this Paſſage is ſo far from ſhim= 
ing that the Committee were diſpleaſed at his Lord- 


ſhip for not making the Anger of God dependent upon 


the Sentence of Excommunication, that. it rather ſhews 
the contrary, I will not deny but that the Committee 
have in one place ſpoken, as if in their Opinion the State 
of Chriſtꝰs Subjects with reſpect to the Favour of God 
mig hit he affected by the Deciſions of Men. 1s treating 
upon this Paſſage (d) formerly I took it for granted that 
by Deciſions che Committee #nderſtood judicial Sen- 
tences, but upon farther Conſideration I do not think 
that to be ſo very clear. For Laws may properly enough 
be termed Deciſions, and if the Committee »/ed the 
Word in that Senſe only, that Baſſage will not relate to 
Excommunication 47 all, nor Tonſequently: be \appoſite / 
to the Purpoſe for which it was then produced. But ad- 
mittiug that by Deciſions the Committee did mean 
judicial Sentences, it will then be true indeed that in 
the Opinion of the Committee the Sentence of Excom- 
munication may affect the State of Chriſtians as to the 
Favour of God. But ſtill it will not be true that in the 
Opinion of the Committee the Sentence of Excommu- 
nication can affect the State of Chriſtians with reſpect 
to the Favour of God in his Lordſhip's' Senſe, . e. /o 
an that the Favour or Anger of God ſhall be dependent 
upon it. For I kave long ago obſerved, that according 
to the Committee the. Sentence of Excommunication 
does then only ect the State of Chriſtians with reſpect 
to the Favour or Anger of God, when it is rightly or 
deſervedly paſſed, which it will be very abſurd to ſay, 
if it be ſuppoſed that the Anger of God is at all depen- 
dent «per that Sentence, or (which.ss the ſame thing) 
if the Sentence of Excommunication be ſuppoſed to be 
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at all the Cayſe of God's Anger. The moſt therefore 


that can be made of this Matter is, that the Commit. 


tee bave by an uſual Impropriety of Speech called that 


the Effect, which, to ſpeak properly, can only be the 


Attendant of Excommunication. | And bis Lordſvig 
met hinks ſhould be the more ready to pardon them in 
this, becauſe he himſelf is guilty of ihe ſame Fault. 
He conſtantly ſuppoſes'that the Stat of Chriſt's Subjets 
with reſpelt to the Favour of God, is affected by the 
Sentence of Chriſt. Bur in Strictneſi and Propriety of 
Speech the Caſe is not ſo, becauſe *tis plain that the 
Cauſe of God's Favour or Angor is not the Sentence of 
Chriſt, but that Behaviour of 4 Man upon the Account 
of which that Sentence is pronounced by Chriſt, When 
Cariſt therefore pronognces Sentence, what happens ? 
Why, the Man is eit rewarded or puniſhed, ac- 
cording as: the' Sentence is. But it is plain that the 
immediate and proper Cauſe of 4 Man's being either 
rewarded or puniſhed, is the Favour or Anger of God; 
and this Favour or Anger is not at all founded upon 
the Sentence of Chrift, but, as 1 ſaid, upon the May's 
Behaviour. Ton ſee then that the Stare of Chriſtians 
with reſpet} to the Favour or Anger of God, receives 
no manner of Alteration from the Sentence of Chriſt, 
and conſequently cannot properly be fad to be affected 
by that Sentence. All that can be ſaid is, that the 
Fa vour or Anger of God conſtantly attends upon the 
Sentence of Chriſt ; ſo that thoſe whom he adjudges to 
be worthy of Reward, are in God's Favour, and ſhall cer- 
rainly be rewarded; and thoſe whom he adjudges worthy 
of Puniſhment, are under God's Diſpleafure, and ſhall 
certainly be puniſhed. And this is what the Commit- 
tee mean when they ſay (if indeed they have ſaid any 
fuch thing) that the State of Chriſtians with reſpeth to 
the. Favour of God, is affected by the Sentence of the 
Church when rightly paſſed, i. e. they mean that 
the Favour or Anger of God does then attend upon that 

| 2 Sentence. 
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tence. I bis Lordſhip will ſtill find. fault with 
oo eſſe, he . blame himſel f; but as 
to the Truth ef the Aſſertion, he cannot deny it, 
unleſs. he will deny that the Church has à Right to 
paſs any Sentence at all ; and then indeed it will be 
a ridiculous thing to enquire whether the Favour. or 
Aiger of God attends upon ber Sentence, or at- 
tends upon it not. | 52 1211 


Having gone thus far in doing Juſtite to the 
Committee, I hope the Reader will excuſe me 
if. I detain him à little longer, whilſt 1 do Ju 
ſtice to my ſelf, with reſpebt te a Paſſage or two. 
in my. Remarks «pon Sincerity , © againſt. which,; 
as 1 underſtand , ſome Exceptions have been 
made. Ibe firſt of theſe Paſſages is at, Page 18: 
where I have laid it down, that a Man may be 
under. ſuch Circumſt ances as that he muſt needs 
ſin which way ſoever he acts, or whether he fol- 
lows his Conſcience or follows it not. The, Caſe, 
there put in order to juſtiſy this Aſſertion, is that of ' 
a Man whoſe Gonſcience is wrong informed thro” his 
own Neglect. In which Caſe. ſay 1, p. 19. If he 
acts againſt his Conſcience, he fins that way for 
this very reaſon, becauſe he acts againſt his Con- 
ſcience. And if he ads according to his Conſci- 
ence, he fins that way, becauſe he breaks the Law 
of God thro? his own. Fault. The Reader needs. 
not, I ſuppoſe, be ad vertized, that mhen I ſay 4 
Man ſins if he aQs according to his Conſcience, my 
meaning is, not that the acting according to hit Con- 
ſcience is the Ground or Reaſon ef his ſinning 
(which indeed is a Contradictien) but that he ſins by 
that ſame Act in which he follows his Conſcience, _ 
ſer another Reaſon which I have there aſſigned. 
This being obſerved, 1 * confeſs that for my par: 
12 ; 1 cans 


It annot ſee but the Caſe comes fully up to the Point. 

For that a Man ſins in acting againſt his Conſcience, 

was never yet * And I think iii as plain 

that in the Caſe nom put be ſins too if he acts accord - 

ing to his Conſcience. For, 1. Here is a Divine 
Zam which he is ſuppoſed to tranſgreſ 2. This 
Tranſęreſſion is ſuppoſed to be voluntary. Now if 4 
voluntary Tranſgrefſion of 4 Divine Law be net a 

. Sin, 1 do not pretend to underſtand what Sin means, 
Die only Difficulty that can ariſe upon this Point, J 
think, $5 this, That for as much as all Sin ſuppoſes 
the Tranſgreſſion of ſome Lam by which 4 Man is 
bound," it will follow, that if a Man may fin which 

way ſoever-he acta, it muſt be ſaid that he may be 
bound by contrary Laws at the ſame time, i. e. by 

the Lam ef Conſcience, which diredts him one-way, 
and by the Lam of God, which directs him another. 
Nom to obey contrary Laws at the ſame time is im- 
* : and therefore to ſuppoſe that a Man may 

be bound by contrary! Laws at the ſame time, is to 
ſuppoſe' that he may be bound to an Impoſſibility, 
which is abſurd. This, I ſay, is the main and only 

=  Diffculty with which chis Queſtion ſeems to me to be 
_ involved; and in anſwer to it I ſhall, I. Put it as 4 
A Query to ny Reader, whether. tho it be abſurd to 
ſuppoſe that a Man may be bound by another to an 

Impoſſibility, it may nos yet be ſuppoſed that he m 
by his own voluntary Act bind himſelf te an Impoſſi- 
bility ? M this may' be ſuppoſed, the Objetton has no 
Force, a: it evident ; and to me I confeſs there ſeems 
no greater Difficnlty in conceiving this, than there is 
i concerving bow a voluntary Tranſgreſſion of 4 
_ Divine Law is not Sin; which muſt be maint ain- 
1 ed by thoſe who ſay,” that to tranſgieſs a Divine 
_ Law under a Conſcience voluntarily efroncom, is 
not. Sin. BEERS e e W425 | 
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But 2. I this Suppoſit ion will not he admitted of, 
1 ſay farther, That to make thoſe Acts by mhich's 
Mun under a Cunſciencs voluntarily erroneous, tranſe 
greſſes the Lam ef God, ſinful, there is no need to ſup- 


Law of Conſcience at the ſame time; becanſe ther 

be a Communication of Sin from ane Action to 
another, and conſequently an Action may be ſinful, 
altho a Man, at the time he does it, is not bound 


| exceſſive Drinking, and in his Diſtract ion kills bes 
Neighbour, he is 'a Murderer, aud the Lam will 
puniſh him as ſuch. I ask then What is it that 
makes this Man guilty of Murder? Ii it that be is, 
even under Diſtraction, bound , that Law, Thou 
ſhalt not kill? F you ſay, it i, you then grant that 
4 Man may be bound to an Impolſibility; for to be 


poſſibility. But the Queſtion needs not be reſolved 
thus : For. to make this Alion Murder, nothiny 
more is required than to make it finful, — 
wickedly, i, e. ſinfully, co kill another, is the very 
Notion of Murder. Now I think werily that." this 
Action becomes ſinful in Vertue of the Attion ante- 


fore the Killing, which is ſubſequent upon it, muſt 


the Nature of Sin is thus communicated from one 
AF to another; the Anſwer is ready, viz. That the 
Voluntarineſs which was in the firſt Ad, does 
not ceaſe in the Second, but is communicated 0 
beth. Thus in the Caſe before us; That a Man 


fore it is alſo 4 voluntary Act that be kills his 
Neighbour, *© | | 


I 


b 2 


poſe that he is bound by the Law of God, and the 


by any Lam at all. If a Man looſes his Reaſon by 


hound to fulfil” 4 Lam which à "preſent Impr diment 
unqualifits a Man to fulfil, is to be bound to an Im. 


cedent to it. For Drunkenneſs is 4 Sin, and thert- 


be ſo too. If any one as how it comes to paſs that 


4 
n 4 


makes himſelf drunk 7s 4 voluntary Ad; there- 
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To apply this then to the Caſe of an ertoneous 
Conſcience as ſtarted in my Argument, The Law 
of God, as it ſtands in the Goſpel, commands a 
Man to do one thing; be thro his own Neglect and 
. Careleſsneſs miſtakes this Lam, and ſo in Conſci- 
ence becomes bound zo do another; and by this very 
Ad, tho” he does as he ought with reſpect to the 
Law of Conſcience, yet he ſins with reſpett to the 
Law of God, which, in following his Conſcience, he 
tranſgreſſes. Jo mate this out, it is not neceſſary 
to fay that he is bound by the Law of God againſt 
bis: Canſcience ©: It is enough to alledge that this Aft 
borrows its Nature from the antecedent Neglect, 
which being ſinful, the Tranſgreſſion of the Divine 
Law, which is ſubſequent upon it, muſt be ſinful 


Foo. * 


I will now therefore leave to my Reader's Choice 
one of theſe two Things, viz. Either 1ſt." To grant 
that a Man by his own voluntary Act may bind 
himſelf to an Impoſſibility. Or 2dly, To ſay that 
an Act may be ſinful, tho 4 Man is not bound by 
that Law which he tranſgreſſes, at the time of his 
doing it, upon the Acc:unt of ſome antecedent At, 
in Vertue whereof, he tranſgreſſes that Lam, and 
which is itſelf ſinful. Either of theſe being granted, 
my Aſſertion ſtands good, and one of them, | think, 
( for I will not venture to be poſitive in ſo nice a 
' Caſe) cannot fairly be denied me, But if the Rea- 
der ſhall be unwilling to trouble bimſelf with ſuch 
Queſtions as theſa he has my free Leave to let it 
alone; becauſe the Controverſy between the Biſhop 
and me has not the lea Dependance upon it. For 
the whole ' of the Queſtion which: has now been de- 
bat ed, 455 whether 4 Man may ſin by- that 0 
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Act in which he follows his Conſcience; which whe- 
ther it be determined for or againſt me, my Argu- 
nent will be the very ſame. be Biſbop ſays, it us 
abſurd to ſuppoſe that a Man ſhiuld be entitled 
to God's Wrath which Way ſoever he acts. 
To ſhow" t hat this is no Abſurdity,' I put the Caſe . 
of 4 Conſcience voluntarily erroneous. © Nom 715 
plain that a Man will be entitled to Gad's Wrath by 
one ſinful AfF'as well as by another; and therefore 
tho it were not true. that a Man who in ſuch a 
Caſe follows his Conſcience, ſins in that very Act 
in which he follows his Conſcience, yet: ſince it cannot 
be denied that he bas ſinned in the antecedent 
Act of Neglect, and ſince this Sin muſt needs ro- 
main upon him at leaſt ſo long as his Conſcience 
continues to. be erroneous. through his own Fault; 
it is plain that ſuch a Man will ſtill be entitled to 
God's Wrath, which Way ſoever he acts. Thoſe 
2 therefgre who are not convinced by what I have 
it now offer d, have my Conſent to alter thoſe Paſſa- 
d ges in my Bool, which ſuppoſe Sin to he commit: 
at ted in the very Act in which a Man follows an 
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by erroneous Conſcience. For Inſtance ; when I ſay, 
is that a Man may be under ſuch Circumſtances, as 
z, that he muſt needs ſin which way ſoever he atts, 
1d they may put it, that a Man may be under ſuch 
d, Circumſtances, as that he muſt needs be under 
k, Sin, or in a State of Sin, which way ſoever he 


4 aits, When I ſay that it is a Sin for a Man 
4. (in the Caſe we are now ſpeaking of) to att ac- 


< cording to his Conſcience ,, they may put it, he is 
it guilty. of Sin, or in a State of Sin, even whilſt, 
00 or notwithſtanding he act, according to his Con- 
"or ſcience , and ſo for all the reſt. There  cer- 


le- tainly a Difference between theſe two Ways of 
ry Jpeaking 3 but the Argument, as every one ſees, 
* amounts in the End to the very ame. 
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Aud thus much may ſuffice to haue been ſpoken 
concerning the firſt Paſſage. The. next. your baue at 
Page 27. where, I advance, that thoſe; who have 
always acted with Sincerity, (tho" they have ſerved 
Jod in a wrong Way ) may be ſure of meeting with 
2 good Reward. | In this it is tbought by | ſome that 
I have ſaid more than ſhould he ſaid, b:cauſe more 


than cau be proved, But let it be obſerved, I. That ll 


by being fare, I de not mean having any Claim 
or Title by the Promiſes in tbe Goſpel : For. th; 
' Goſpel comtams mo Promiſes, that I know ef, but 
to thoſe who perform the Conditions | of the Goſp:l, 
Nor 2. By a good Reward do I mean any Reward 
which is annexed to the Conditions of the Goſpel, 
But 3. The Caſe at once is this: I think it is plainly 
revealed in the Goſpel, that there is a Future State 
either of Happineſs or Miſery reſerved for all- Men. 
NM Reaſon tells 14 .that thoſe who have always 
ated according to the bt of their Abilities, (i. e. 
who bave always adted with Sincerity) ſhall not be 
condemned; becanſe God cannot juſtly condemn Men 
for not doing that which was always tmpoſſible to 
them. All this being granted. the Inference I think 
# firong, that ſuch Perſons ſhall be happy, aud con- 
ſequentiy ſhall h we a good Reward, for tvery State 
or Degree of Happin:ſs in a Life to come is a good 
| Reward. But if we may be ſure, what does it fy- 
mfy, you'll ſay, how or by what Means we are ſur? * 
1 A. it would ſignify nothing, provided yon could 
be ſure of the Goſpel Rewards, any otherwiſe than 


5 fulfilling the Conditions of the Goſpel. But this, I 
ay, you camot, t ho you may be ſure of what J ca 
a good R:ward. The Rewards annexed to the P:r- 
formance of the Goſpel Covenant, are ſet forth to us 
inder the Notion of a Kingdom, where ws 72 
ap TIER are 


Tie PREPACE mii 
mrever reign with ths. bleſſed S wiour and Redeemer 
of Mamkind. Now 4s (for | any thing that God bas 
bem plaaſed to reveal to the contrary). this State of 
Happineſs may be very different: from any other State; 
ſo the Degrees of Hppmeſs in the one, may be far 
ſuperior to the Degrees of Happineſs in the other, 
Vherefore the being ſure of a good Reward, 7, e. 

the being ſure of Happineſs hereafter, does by no 
W 1121s neceſſarily imply the being ſure of the Goſpel 
Rewards. God may reward all ſmcere Perſons well, 
and yet reward thoſs infinitely better who haus been 
taken into Covenant with bimſelf, and have fulfilled 
the Conditions of it, for no other Reaſon than becauſe 
it pleaſeth him. Aud this is the great Fanlt that 
I fnd with his Lordſbip: Do@rin?, even that he 
bath taken this Power out of the Hands of the Al- 
; mighty, and bound him down as it were by his 
; Lws to reward all alike, without any Regard had to 
; the particular - M:thods of Religion which they have 
. followed. Had his Lordſhip ſaid no more than this, 
e bat none fball be damned who haue always uſed 
their het Endeavours to pleaſe God, or had he ſaid 
that there is good Ground from the Mercy of God 
to hope, that if a Mm 2 believes in Chrift, and 
expꝛdt Salvation thro' bis Merits; ſuch Miſtakes 
about the particular Laws of bis Religion, as ha 
ſhall have fallen into, either thro' Human Frailty, or 
or Want of Abilities, ſhall be no Obſtruction or Im- 
pediment as to his eternal Intereft; bad bis Lordſhip, 
Iſay, advanced no more than this, I confeſs for my 
lf, that I ſhould have ſeen no Reaſon why be ought 
to bave been blamed. But ts teach that Men are 
juſtified, i. e. (for I can underſtand him no ot ber- 
viſe) juſtified as Chriſti ins merely by their Since- 
tity: That this gives them a Title to the Favour 
F God equally with thoſe who bave fulfilled th: 


Con- 
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Conditions of the Covenant. aud in conſequence here: 
of, to make Obedience to the Lame of the Goſpel, 


to ſymfy nothing with reſpect to Salvation; this, [ 
think, is a. Doctrine which requires ſomething more 


than bare Conjectnre and Imagination to ſupport it. 


| | And | thus 1 babe delivered My A eee Freeh 
upon this Subject. I am not - ſo ſanguine as to be 
under any Aſſurance that what I have offer'd wil 


get with the Readers Approbation. But I babe 
is. Comfort, which I hope I always ſhall. have, 


that if I am miſtaken, either in this, or in am o- 
' {. they Point, I am very ready to ſubmit to bettet 
| mation. N 

* 0 en 6 
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P 17. line 16, for Rules r. Rule. 2 18. J. 24 for 
Doftrines r. Doctrine. p. 20. l. 3<« for Points r. Poins. 
p. 28. I. 5, and 33. for Men's r. Man's. p. 32. I. 36. for 
Laws r. Law. p. 54. after extravagant Conſequences, be- 


tween the two Paragraphs Put v. 


rener 
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MISCELLANEOUS. 
| OBSERVATIONS, Sc. 0 


AVI N G found that my firſt Attempt 
againſt the, Lord Biſhop of BANGOR 
was not altogether unacceptable to 
the Puhlick: I quickly reſolyed with 

my ſelf to proceed, as my Leiſure ſfipuld' permit, 
to do what farther Service I could to a Cauſe in 
. MW vhich the Honour of the Reverend and Learned 
» WY Committee, and (which is of greater Moment) the 
Safety of our Eſtabliſhed Church, are ſo nearly 
concerned. As to the main of the firſt Branch 
of the Charge, I have there (as I hope) ſo fully 
vindicated. it againſt his Lordſhip's Exceptions, 
that the Reader will not 88 to find any 
thing added to it here. But there' are in his 
Wrdſhip's Sermon and Preſervative ſeveral Mat- 
$5, which tho'not, properly reducible to, have 
t on Account of their Nearneſs of Relation, 
en taken notice of by the Committee under this 
rad. Of theſe the principal is his Lordſhip's 


| for Mpoctrine (for ſo I think it may emphatically be 
_ ed) concerning StxcrrrTtY; which therefore-T 
: — e conſider d in a diſtinct Treatiſe. The reſt 


t affording, each of them, Matter enough for 
B any 


2 * 
— 


& * nes 

any large Diſcuſſion, I judg'd it would be mor: 

- -  praper.to. throw all together under. the Tit.. 
above ; and when F have gone thro' theſe, ir 
will, I hope, be thought chat I have ſaid as much 
as is neceſſary to be {aid upon this Part of the 
. ens 


II. 


Ny firſt Obſervation ſhall relate to a Rr 
Svccess10Nn in the Miniſtry, and particularly in 
the Epiſcopal Orden, which the Committee charge 

F his Lordfhip with having thrown Contempt upon, 
Mi — by calling it a Trifle, a Niety, a Dream, and an 
= Ind hut ion of Men. It will, I ſuppoſe, be allowed, 
= _ that if his Lordſhip has treated a regular Succeſj- 
= 1 after this manner, he has thrown” Contempt 
5 | | apon it to purpoſe. For what Things axe there 
= which deſerve leſs to b . e i. e. which are 
= more contempt ible, than Trifles and Niceti#s, than 
= the Dreams and Inveutions of Men? But his 
= | Eordſhip denies this Charge; (a) I have neus, 

( | ſays he, thrown the leaſt Contempt upon a regular 

Succeſſion of Miniſters in general, or of Biſhops in 
particular. His Defetice you have in a few words. 

(b) What, IT have beſtawed theſe Words upon, is a re- 

galar , uninterrupted Succeſſion , made pbſolutely 

neceſſary to the Favour of God; withont, which the 
fincereſt "Chriſtians ſhall” nor arrive at the Happineſs 
Here is then a Caſe of Fact to be ſtated be- 

1 tween His Lordſhip and the Committee, viz. whe- 

= het his Lordfhip be juſtly chargeable with ha- 
} ving .thrown Contempt upon a regular Succeſſion 
5 And in order hereto there are tuo Things which 
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Er. 
1 obſerve in this Plea; viz.) 1. That his/Lordſbip 
diſtinguiſhes between a regular Succeſſion and an 
uninterrupted Succeſſion, and declares that what 
he hath ſaid about Succeſſions, relates not to the 
former, but to the latter. 2. That bis Lordſhip 
plainly inſinuates as if what he had called a 
Nicety, 4 Trifle, a Dream, and an Invention of 
Men, was not imply even an uninterrupted Sue- 
ceſſion, but an uninterrupted Succeſſion made ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary to the Favour of God. Now as to 
the firſt: of theſe, viz; his Lordſhip's Diſtinction, 
it ſeems to me to be founded in no real Diffe- 


rence, i. e. if you underſtand the Words in a lage 


or gendral Signification. For a Succeſſion can be 
ſaid to be uninterrupted only with reſpect to that 
Rule or Method, whatever it be, according to 
which that Succeſſion onght to proceed; conſe- 
quently an animerrupted Succeſſion means neithex 
more nor leſs than a Succeſſion, the Order, i. e. 
the Regularity whereof has not been broken. Io 
ſay therefore in general that a Succeſſion may be 
interrupted and yet regular, or regular and yer iu- 
terrupted, is to ſay that which implies in it 2 
palpable. Contradiction. There is but one way 
then by which this Diſtinction can poſſibly be 
made to bear, which is, by. conſidering the Re- 
gularity of the Succeſſion according to one Rule, 
and the Uninterruptedneſs according to another: 


And this F take to be truly the Caſe. By a re- 


gular Succeſſion his Lordſhip means (or he means 
nothing) ſuch a Succeſſion of Perſons in the Mini- 
ſtry, as is agreeable to that Ryle or Method which 
God has appointed for the Conveyance of the 
Miniſterial Office. When he ſpeaks of an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion, he does not, he cannot ſpeak 
with reſpect to the ſame Rule; for then, as I 
have ſhewn,: a regular Succeſſion and an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion will be the ſame. He ſpeaks 
15 B 2 then 
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A. 
1 
then with reſpect to ſome other Rule. And what 
Rule is that? Why, that Rule which makes it 
neceſſary that the Miniſterial Power, which was 
firſt given by Chriſt xo his Apoſtles, ſhould have 
been conveyed by them to others, and from 
thoſe again to others, and ſo on ſucceſſively 
throughout all Ages. This is what Men con- 
ſtantly underſtand when they ſpeak of an unin- 
terrupted Succeſſion of Miniſters, even an Order or 
Succeſſion of Men, amongſt whom the Miniſterial 
Office has been conſtantly handed down from one 
to another. And that this is what his Lordſhip 
means by an uninterrupted Succeſſion, is plain from 
another Paſſage in the ſame Paragraph, where 
his Diſt inction is, I think, more accurately ex- 
preſſed. I think, ſays he, there may be RROUIA“ 
RI TY preſerved (i. e. that the Miniſterial Office may 
be conveyed regularly, or according to God's 
Appointment) without the Suppoſition of à Suc- 
CESSION- abſolutely UninTERRuUPTED from the be- 
grinning. bo | 410 N 
This then is his Lordſhip's Opinion, That a 
Man may lawtully,' or according to God's Ap- 
pointment, be called to the , Miniſtry, tho! his 
"Commiſſion be not derived to him thro! an un- 
interrupted Succeſſion. '' What Principles his Lord- 
ſhip muſt neceſſarily maintain in conſequence of 
this Doctrine, ſhall be conſider'd by and by. For 
tlie preſent it will be more proper to take notice, 
how little this Diſtinction between a Regular 
Succeſſion, and an uninterrupted Succeſſion, con- 
tributes towards removing the Charge of the 
Committee. The Committee ſay that his Lordſhip 
has thrown Contempt upon a Regular Succeſſion. 
His Lordſhip replies iy effect, that what he hath 
ſaid, relates not to a Regular Succeſſion, but to an 
#uinterrupted Succeſſion. But what if the Coms 
mittee know of no regular Succeſſion which is vat 
r „ a unin- 


(5) þ 
uninterrupted, i. e. what if they know of no Rule 
or Method by which the Miziſterial Office can be 
conveyed,. but what neceſlarily implies an unin- 
terrupted Succeſſion ? What? Why then I think 
tis plain, that with the Committee a regular 
] Succeſſion and an uninterrupted Succeſſion will be 

all-one, and conſequently, that his. Lordſhip by 

alledging, that what he hath ſaid relates only ro 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion, will not have denied 
any thing which the Committee -hath affirmed, 
. Now this, for any thing that appears to the 
) contrary-in the Repreſentation, was in Truth the 
1 
* 


Caſe, which methinks his Lordſhip ſnould have 

2 little conſider'd, before he had been ſo very 

free in cenſuring the Committee. Not to trou- 

© ble your Lordſhips (ſay they) with the Con- 
y te tempt thrown on a regular Succeſſron of the 
A « Miniſtry, and of your own Order in particular, 
- © for which his Lordſhip has found no better 
- * Words than Trifles, Niceties, Dreams, Inven- 
| © tions of Men, Cc.“ In which Words, (ſays the 
a Biſhop in bis Anſwer) it is implied that I have 
J- found nd better Words than theſe for a regular Suc- 
| ceſſan of the Miniſtry, and of Biſhops in particular. 
Then follows this ſevere Reflection; I am con- 
fident, if they could have ſhown this evidently, they 
would not have ſcrupled it merely for fear of giving 
my' Lords the Biſhops a little Trouble, but would 
bave produced the very Paſſages in which this is done. 
Till they are Jo juſt as to do this, I muſt deny that 
there are any ſuch Paſſages, &c. This, if J miſ- 
take not, amounts to a heavy Charge: For his 
Lordſhip here manifeſtly ſuppoſes that the Com- 
mittee had accuſed him of ſomething, which they 
knew in their qQwn Conſciences they were not 
able to prove, and induſtriouſly paſſed it over, 
mu the Colour of - troubleſome to the 
ſhops. His Lordſhip himſelf ſpeaks thus 92 ̃ 

Folkd EN N (c) J 


pe 


| 

| 
1 
F 
' 

: 

'. 


dad 


SSS » » oy W 


„ 


(6.9 14 
(c) It world (ſays he) be mc more honourable 


for the learned Committee to enter openty into this 


Matter, and to maintain that plain eſſential" Point 


of Uninterrupred Succeſſion, thun to hint at things 
in ſuch a manner, as repreſents them in quite ano- 
ther Light than that in which I have ſpoke of: them 
in my. Book, and this uNDbER THE PRETENC® of not 
eroubling the Biſhops. I will preſume to ſay, that 
it would have been much more honourable for 
his Lordſhip to have ſpared this Reflection. For 
what Ground is there for ſuch. an Imputation? 
Why, the main Pretence you have already heard, 
viz. That 56 Lordſhip thinks there may be K gu- 


larity without an uninterrupted Succeſſion ; thence 


he infers, that the Committee muſt needs: hav? 
thought ſo too; and in conſequence-hereof, mul 
have knowtngly and wittingly charged him with 
that which they found *themſelves unable to 
prove! But ſurely his Lordſhip ought, to have 
been very certain, that the Committee had the ſame 


Notion about Regularity which he has, before 


he had been (as he expreſſes himſelf ) confident 
that they were guilty of ſo much Diſhoneſty, 
For, as I juſt now obſerved, if the Committee 
thought that an uninterrupted” Succeſſion was the 
only way by which Holy Orders can be conveyed 
regularly, or according to God's Appointment, 
it was manifeſtly the ſame thing whether they 
called it a regular Succeſſion, or an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion ; But there is not the leaſt Hint in the 
Repreſentation, by which any one can be induced 
ſo much as to ſuſpect, that the, Committee had any 
other Notions of Regularity in this Caſe, than 
what ſuppoſes an uninterrupted Succeſſion ; and 
there needs not, I think, any great Penetration 
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to diſcern that the Committee are, even in his 
Lordſhip's on Opinion, of the Number of thoſe 
who plead for an uninterrupted Succeſſion. For 
why elſe! does his Lordſhip cry out, Ir would be 
mort honourable for the Committee to maintain the 
Point of uninterrupted: Succeſſion? Were the Com- 


mittee bound in Honour to maintain a Point, 


which in their own Conſciences they thought 
ought not to be maintained? Let any one now 
judge of the Caſe, and ſee with how much De- 
cency his Lordſhip has complain'd of Calumiy 
from others, who has not ſcrupled upon ſo ſlen- 
der a Foundation to lay ſo bitter, (or to uſe a 
Word which his [Lordſhip loves to repeat) ſo 


. cruel: an Accuſation againſt a venerable Body of 


Men. PLOTS. ; 0 

To proceed; the Charge of the Committee re- 
lating (for ought that appears to the contrary) 
to an uninterrupted Succeſſion, it may then poſſi- 
bly ſtand good, if it be true that his Lordſhip 
has thrown Contempt upon that. But even this 
his Lordſhip ſeems willing to diſſemble. For, 

2. His Lordſhip plainly inſinuates as if what 
he has called a Trifle, a Nicety,: a Dream, &c. was 
not imply an uninterrupted Succeſſion, but an unin- 
terrupted Succeſſion made abſolutely neceſſary to the 
Favour af God: This his Lordſhip: farther ſup- 
ports in his Anſwer to a late Book written by the 
Reverend Dr. Sherlock, p. 97. The regular Suc- 
ceſſion (ſays he). which I ever called the Invention 
of Men, *a Nicety, &c. was no other but à regular 
aninterrupted Swceeſfion,.expreſly confidered as ſome- 


thing made abſolutely. neceſſary to the Eternal Sal- _ 


vation of Chriſtians. Which is as much as to ſay 
(for ſo the Words imply) that he had called an 
uninterrupted: Succeſſion a Nicety, a Trifle; a Dream, 
&c. then, and then only, when made neceſſary, or 
when conſidered as neceſſary to Eternal Salvati- 
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N 1 
oi. His Lordſhip ſurely found himſelf undet 
ſome Difficulty, when he was induced to make 
ſuch a Plea as this; in which L may preſume 
to ſay, that there is neither Truth nor Con- 
fitency !. Not Conſiſtency; for 1. To ſay that 
an uninterrupted: Succeſſion: is then, and then 
only, a Trifle and a Nicety, . when conſidered 
as abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, is to ſay, 
that an uninterrupted SUCCESSION When confi- 
dered as "abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation, does 
' then, and then only, fignify nothing to Salvation; 
which is not Senſe. 2. To ſay that an anin- 
terrupted Succeſſion is then, and then only, a 
Dream, and an Invention bf Men, when confidered 
as abſolutely aeceſſary to Salvation, is a manifeſt 
Abſurdity : For if an uninterrupted Succeſſion be 
at all a Dream, and an Invention of Men, it 
muſt be ſo, conſider it how you will. The be- 
ing made neceſſary to Salvation, or not neceſſary, 
cannot in the leaſt alter the Caſe, i. e. it cannot 
either make that which #7 an Invention, to be 10 
Invention, or that which is not an Invention, 0 
be an Invention. If it could, 1 muſt tell his 
Lordſhip, that even his own. regular Succeſſion may 
be an Invention, as well as an uninterrupted Suc- 
ceſſion. But why this to his Lordſhip, who not 
only ſees this Conſequence, but what is more, 
will ſtand by it? (4) The Dean, (ſays he) him- 
ſelf acknowledges, even a REGULAR Succeſſion, made 
abſolately neceſſary; to be an unwarrantable Extreme, 
and conſequently , an Invention. of Men: M v cn 
MORE is 4 REGULAR UNINFERRUPTED Succeſſion =— 
How my Lord! Does the Dean acknowledge 4 
regular Succeſſion o be an unwarrantable Ex- 
treme! I will anſwer for him that he acknow- 
ledges no ſuch thing: But 1 hope in the mean 


%. 
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time that I may have leave to infer, that you 


your ſelf do acknowledge what you are pleaſed 


to ſay the Dean acknowledges; and conſequent- 
ly, that you do acknowledge even à regular Suc- 
ceſſion (in your own Senſe of that Ward) when 
made abſolutely neceſſary, to be az Invention. Up- 
on the ſame Terins his Lordſhip very conſiſtent- 
ty declares, he ſhould not in the leaſt ſcruple to 
call even a regular Succeſſion a Trifle and a Nice- 
ty. For ſpeaking of Regularity ih genetal, he 


L ſays, that tho' he has (e) not dropt one Word 


trainſt it, yet when Men are come to lay the eter- 
nal Salvation of Chriſtians upon it, he is not afraid 
of calling it comparatively a Trifle and a Nicety. 
Why comparatively J pray? For as to abſolute Ni- 
ceties, and abſolute Trifles, I queſtion whether 
there are any ſuch things in Nature; and there- 
fore every thing that is a Trifle or a Nicety, muſt 


be ſo comparatively, or with veſpet᷑t to ſomething.” 


With refpe& to what then is it, that his Lordſhip 
is not afraid to call even a regular Succeſſion a 
Trifle, and a Nicety ? Why, every one ſees that 
it muſt be with reſpe& to Salvation, or with re- 
ſpect to nothing. And this his Lordſhip owns 


to be his Meaning a few Lines after, where he 


explains this Comparatively, by; with reſpett to 
the Terms of Salvation. Behold then how happily 
his Lordſhip has refined upon this Controverſy 


So very nice and ſubtil is he in his Diſtinctions, 
that he has not left the difference ſo much as of 


2 Hairs breadth between that which he denies, 
and that which he affirms | The Committee have 
charged him with calling & regular Succeſſion a 
rifle; a Nicety, a Dream, &c. Hereupon his 
ordſhip heavily complains of unjuſt Dealing; 


ec 


0%) Anſw, to the hn: Ibid 


Neclares a 


15 | ' | 
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declares that he has not dropt one Word againſt 
Regularity, (i. e. Regularity in general) and that 
what he hath ſaid relates only to that particular 
Sort of Regularity, which ſuppoſes it neceſſary 
that the Miniſterial Power ſhould have been hand- 
ed down from Man to Man, by an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion from the Apoſtles : And yet in the very 
fame Breath, as it were, he tells his Reader that 
he is ready to call even Regularity, i. e. every Sort 
or Kind of Regularity, a Nicety, and a Trifle, if 
any one be diſpoſed to provoke him to it, 7. e. if 
anyone ſhall take a Fancy to maintain that it is 
abſolitely neceſſary to the Salvation of. Chriſtians! 
So far therefore as I can perceive, the Committee, 
according to his Lordſhip's own Account of him- 
felf, were only-unhappy in this, that they could 
not looꝶ into his Lordſhip's Heart: For ſetting 
this aſide, they would not have been ſo very much 
out of the way, if they had charged him with 
throwing Contempt upon Regularity in any Senſe; 
unleſs his Lordſhip will ſhew me what real Diffe- 
rence there is between calling any thing a Nice 
and a Triſe; and being ready to call it ſo upon a 
proper Occaſion. | 
But to return; It may be thought perhaps, that 
when his Lordſhip ſays that an uninterrupted Suc- 
ceſſon, made neceſſary, or conſidered as made neceſſa- 
ry to the Favour of God, is a Trifle, and a Nice- 
ty, Cc. his Meaning is, not that an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion itſelf is a Trifle and a Nicety, but that 
the making ſuch a Succeſſion abſolutely neceſſary to 
the FaYour of God, is a Trifle, and a Nicety, & 
This indeed brings his Lordſhip's Plea to ſome 
ſound Senſe ; and tho” the Werds are not fairly 
capable of ſuch a Conſtruction, his: Lordſhip ! 
erceive is very willing that they ſhould be thus 
underſtood. This I gather from hence, that his 


Lordſhip has taken ſome Pains to poſſeſs his ** 
| ets 


| UNINTERRUPTED Succeſſion. 
for themſelves. Theſe Words, I ſay, are a very 


4 | 

ders with an Opinion, that the only thing which 
he had oppoſed in his Preſervative, was the laying 
too much; Streſs upon an uninterrupted Succeſſion, 
i. e. the making ſuch a Succeſſion abſolutely neceſſa- 
ry to the Salvation of Chriſtians. (g) Whether 
(lays he) this be to throw Contempt upon a Matter, 
ro LAY NO, MORE OTRESS pon it than it can bear; 
or whether it be not a much more effetiual Method of 
throwing Contempt upon it, to be. always treating 
Matters of ——= ReGuLaritY, as Matters of Es- 
SENCE, and of ABSOLUTE NECESSITY to Salvation, 
and ro pur MrN's ETERNAL Haix ESS upon an 
Others muſt judge 


plain Inſinuation, that tht on Reaſon he had gi- 
yen the Committee to charge him with having 
throws Contempt upon a regylar, i. e. an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion, was his having pleaded againſt 
putting Men's eternal Happineſs upon an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion, or the making ſuch a Succeſſion 
abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation. The Queſtion 
therefore now is, whether this be the true State 
of the Caſe or not: and this will very quickly be 
reſolved by reciting a few plain Paſſages, both 


out of his Lordſhip's Preſervative and his Anſwer 
to the Repreſentation, which take as follows. 


Ihen they (the Nonjurors) would allarm you 
——by telling you, that you cannot hope for the Fa- 
vour of God, but in the ſtrifteſt Communion with 
their Churchy, which is governed by Biſhops in a 
REGULAR SUCCESSION ; that God hath himſelf hung 
your Salvation upon Tas Nickrr, Cc. Preſeryat. 
p. 77. Again: Tell them that in Fatt there must 
have been frequent INTERRUPTIONS % the SUCCES= 
sio of the Chriſtian Clergy;,——that you do not put 
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ORrpinaTION, and UNBROKEN SUCCESSION. from 


You 


ed Succeſſion abſolutely neceſſary to the Salvation 


: ſelf. It now you look into his Anſwer to the 


. 
the Cauſe of the Reformation upon $pcn 'Txrrirs, 
Ibid. p. 88. Again ; You cannot put either their 
or your own eternal Salvation upon their REGULAR 


the Apoſtles ; becauſe this would be to put it upon 
THE INyeEnTion of MN. Ibid. Once more: 

ought———not to be afraid f - the vaiy 
Worps of REGULAR and UNINTERRUPTED OUC- 
cESSIONS—Nulity or Validity of God's Ordinances to 
the People, upon account of NiceTtIts and TR1tLss 
or any other the like DRBAusS. Ibid. p. 98. There 
needs no Comment upon theſe Paſſages to ſhow, 
that what his Lordſhip calls a Trifle, a Nicet, 
vain Words, &c. is not the making an uninterrupt- 


of Chriſtians, but an uninterrupted Succeſſion it 


Repreſentation, you will find it there treated 
in the ſame decent manner. The laying ſuch 
a Streſs upon what can never be proved (i. e. the 
making an «ninterrupted Succeſſion abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation) I call laying a Streſs upon 
what is truly, with reſpett to the Terms of Sal vation, 
a TxRIFLE; what is truly a Nick fon the 
Dxxzams and INVENTIONS of Men, p. go. 
If then to ſay that an uninterrupted Succeſſion 
is a Trifle, a Nicety, vain Words, a Dream, and 
an Iuvention of Men, be to throw Contempt upon 
It, his Lordſhip you ſee has thrown Contempt 
upon it. And indeed, ſetting all this aſide, hc 
hath ſaid enough to ſhew how little a thing it is 
in his Eyes. In his Preſervative he tells us that 
the Goſpel lays do Streſs upon this Matter, p. 88, 
In his Anſwer to the Repreſentation he affirms, 
that our Saviour never laid any Weight upon it, 
with reſpett to the future Eſtate of his Subjects, p. 90 
In his Preſervative again we have it, that 
God's Providence never yet Id Fact xupr vr 4 
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REGULAR UNINTERRUPTED SUCCESSION of Tight= 
ful Biſhops, ſo far as we can judge of Things, 
p. 72: Nay, that it hath not pleaſed GOD 
to keep up any Proof of the leaſt PROBABIIIIr 
or MORAL POSSIBILITY of 4 REGULAR UNINTER= 
RUPTED SUCCESSION ; but that there is a GREAT Ap- 
PEARANOE, and humanly ſpeaking a CzrTainTY of 
the CONTRARY. That this REGULAR UNINTERRUPT= 
xD SUCCESSION of Perſons qualified and REGULARLY 
ORDAINED, 75 a Matter IMPOSSIBLE TO BE PROVED; 
nay, that THE CONTRARY 75 MORE THAN PROBABLE 
upon all hiſtorical Evidence which we receive in other 
Caſes, p. 78, 79. To the ſame purpoſe in his 
Anſwer to the Repreſentation: A REGULAR UNIN= 
TERRUPTED SUCCESSION, ſays he, is what CAN NE- 
VER BE PROVED. At is that of which the moſt learn- 
ed muſt have the leaſt Aſſurance, and the unlearned 
can have no NoTion but thro' TonNORANCE and 
CrEDULITY, p. 91. If this be not throwing Con- 
tempt upon an uninterrupted Succeſſion , 1 muſt 
confeſs [ nnderſtand not what Contempt means; 
and therefore I was ſurprized to find his Lord- 
ſhip endeavouring to evade this Charge, which 
lay ſo full againſt him, which in effect he had, 
in his Anſwer. to the Repreſentation, own'd at 
other times, even in the ſame Paragraph; and 
what ſhould tempt his Lordſhip to it, I am not 
able to imagine, unleſs it were that he might 
make room for a Variety of Anſwers, according 
tq the different Sentiments of his Admirers. Bur 
Decency fòrbids me to paſs thoſe Reflections 
which his Lordſhip's Conduct in this Particular 
would naturally ſuggeſt to me. I ſhall therefore 
leave this Matter to be conſidered by his Lord- 
ſhip, and I heartily wiſh he may be able to give 
à better Account of it to his own Conſcience, . 
than I am able to give of it to the World. 
_ Hitherto we have only been trying a bare 


Matter of Fact, viz. whether his Lordſhip is 


guilty 


"Ca | 
guilty of that which the Committee has charged 
him with. And tho', the Deſign of theſe Papers 
carrying me no fatther than to vindicate the Re- 
preſentation, I might here fairly take my Leave of 
this Subject; yet ſince. perhaps it may be thought 
but a fruitleſs Piece of Work to have made good 
a Charge againſt his Lordſhip, without making it 
appear that there is any thing culpable in the 
Matter of that Charge, I ſhall therefore ſpend a 
few Pages in ſhewing how this Controverſy af- 
fe&s the Cauſe of Religion, and what his Lord- 
ſhip in conſequence of his Doctrine muſt be 
obliged to maintain. | 

In the Controverſy, then there are theſe two 
Queſtions which naturally offer themſelves, viz. 
1. Whether there be any Rule, according to 
which the Miniſterial Office ought of Right, i. e. 
according to the Will or Appointment of God, to be 
conveyed. 2. What that Rule is. As ro the firſt 
of theſe, it muſt of neceſſity be reſolved in the 
Affirmative, unleſs you will deſtroy all manner 
of Difference or Diſtinction between Miniſters 
and People. The Word Office carries with it the 
Idea of Power lodged in ſome, which is not lodged 
in others. But ſuch a Power there cannot be, if 
there be no Rule by which that Power is to be 
conveyed. If then there be a Diſt inction between 
Miniſters and People; if every Chriſtian ought 
not to take upon himſelf the publick Preaching 
of the Word and Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ments, there mult of neceſſity be ſomething, in ver- 
tue whereof this Right may be veſted in particu- 
lar Perſons, or which 1s all one, there muſt be 
ſome Rule by which the Miniſterial Office is to 
be conveyed. And this indeed his Lordſhip 
plainly ſuppoſes : For he ſuppoſes that there is 
ſuch a thing as Regularity in the Succeſſion of 
Miniſters, i. e. he ſuppoſes that there is ſome g's 
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by which the Succeſſion of Miniſters ought to 
proceed according'to the Will or Appointment 
of God. | | | 


The'only Queſtion therefore to be decided is, 
what this Rule is? The current Doctrine has 


been, that as Chriſt appointed his Apoſtles by 


an immediate Commiſſion, ſo the Apoſtles like- 


wiſe by an immediate Commiſſion did appoint * 


others, whom they intruſted with a Power of 
appointing others after them, and that thus the 
Miniſterial Office has been handed down from 
Man to Man ſucceſſively throughout all Ages. 


According to this Doctrine then, they only are 


rightly entitled to the Miniſterial Office, who 
are called and appointed thereunto by ſome par- 
ticular Perſon or Perſons, who have received a Com- 
miſſion to make ſuch Appointments thro' a continued 
or uninterrupted Succeſſion of Men, beginning in the 
Apoſtles. And this for my own patt I take to, 
be the Truth of the Caſe. | a 
But his Lordſhip you ſee maintains, that ſuch 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion as this has not in Fact 
been kept up, and therefore he pleads for another 
Rule. What this Rule is, tho' it very highly 
concerns every Reader to know, his Lordſhip 
has not yet 14 fit to inform us. All he 
fays is, that Regularity may be preſerved without 
the Suppoſition of a Succeſſion abſolutely uninter- 
rupted from the beginning; but how this can be, is 
not any where ſo much as hinted at. But cer- 


tainly, had his Lordſhip had\any regard either to 


the Conſciences or common Senſe of thoſe, to whom 
he appealed in his Preſervative, he would have 


been very plain in this Particular. For to tell 


Men that an uninterrupted Succeſſion from the 
Apoſtles is a Dream, and an Invention, and not 
ſo much as to endeavour to ſatisfy them how the 
Miniſterial Power can rightfully be * 
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without the Suppoſition of ſuch a Succeſſor, what 
is it but to let them looſe to their own Imagina- 
tions, and leave them to frame Notions of Re- 
ilarity for themſelves? Of Regularity did I ſay? 
will ſay yet more. His Lordſhip never ſo much 
as once, till now in his Anſwer to the Repreſenta- 
tien, told us that he thought that Regularity 
might be preſerved without the Suppoſſtion of 
an uninterrupted Sucteſfion ; and therefore by run- 
ning down an uninterrupted Succeſſion, or (as he 
has generally expreſſed himſelf in his Preſerva- 
tive) a regular uninterrupted Succeſſion, he has not 
only left his Readers at liberty to frame ſuch 
Notions of Regularity as ſhould: pleaſe their own 
Fancies, but even given them too great a Han- 
dle to imagine, that in the Succeſſion of the Mini- 0 
ſtry no Regularity was neceſſary to be obſerved at 
all, i. e. that every one was at liberty to take up- 

him that Office, who ſhould find himſelf ſo 
iſpoſed. This might before have been taken 
notice of to the Advantage of the Committee, 
who cannot in any reaſon be blamed for not 1 
making a Diſtinction in their Charge, which not 
only (as I preſume) they knew nothing of, but 
which even his Lordſhip himſelf had as yer never 
made. However it ſhews how much the Church 
of God is obliged to his Lordſhip for this his e 
excellent Appeal to the Chriſtian Laity, 'in which 
ſo wide a Gap is opened to the Contempt of a 
regular Miniſtry, and by conſequence to Diſorder 
and Confuſion, But I perecive tis not ſo 
pleaſant a Task to his Lordſhip to build up, as it 
is to pull down and deſtroy : And I wiſh that there 
were no reaſon to obſerve in this and in other 
Inſtances, that his Lordſhip, after all his mighty 
Endeavours to overturn o/d and ſettled Principles, 
has given us in the room of them nothing, or that 
which is worſe than nothing. | 
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But it is, I think, no hard Matter to gueſs 
why his Lordſhip choſe to be filent in this Par- 
ticular. For had be declared himſelf openly and 
plainly, he muſt have advanced ſuch Notions as 
very few would have been able to digeſt. No 
one, I ſuppoſe, wants to be informed; that how 
near ſoevet his Lordſhip: may have approached 
to the Quakers in ſome Particulars, he does not 
at all. agree with them in this, viz. that Meũ are 
in theſe Days called to the Work of the Miniſtry 


E immediately by the Spirit. Now ſeeing he flatly 


denies that an uninterrupted Succeſſion has in Fact 
been kept up, and. ridicules thoſe who ſhall dream 
of founding any Claim to execute the Office of a 
Miniſter upon Suppoſit ion & ſuch a Succeſſion ; 
what Rules, can you imagine; will his Lordſhip 
find out for the Conveyance of the Miniſterial 
Power? To me, I confeſs, there ſeem to be but 
two Things poſſible, viz. To ſuppoſe either 1/f. 
That God has lodged in every particular Congre- 
gation of Chriſtiaus a Power to appoint and ordain 
Its own Miniſters * Or adh, That he hath lodg- 
ed this Power in the Civil Magiſtrate. To aſſert 
the one, is downright Independency: To maintain 
the other; is the Doctrine of Eraſtus His Lord- 
ſhip may chuſe which he pleaſes; but were it 
not too great. a Preſumption in me to offer my 
dentiments; I would adviſe him to the latter; 
for tis juſt, I think, as well. as conſiſtent, that 
he ſhould give to the Civil Magiſtrate the Power 
of conveying holy Orders, ſince he has in effe& 
already given him the Power of taking them 
D ok / 
I would not be underſtood as if I thought that 
Doctrines are either to ſtand or fall according 
to the Opinion Men have of thoſe who eſpouſe 
them. No; Truth is Truth, whoever ſpeaks it; 
and therefore if either _ Independents be right, 
or 


88 


SK. wv, 
or the” Eraftians be right, in God's Name let 
them be heard, let them prevail. But this I will 
venture to ſay, that there is nat ſo much as one 
ſingle Proof to be found in Scripture, by which 


it can be concluded, that God has given either ö 
to the Civil Magiſtrate, or to any Number or Con- | 
gregation of Chriſtiaus, the Power of conferring holy 
Orders; nor any Rule there laid down for the. 
Conveyance of the Miniſterial Office, than what : 
ſuppoles the Neceſſity of an wninterrupted Succeſſ- Will - 
on from the Apoſtles. If bis Lordſhip thinks 
other wiſe, tis but fair, tis but honeſt to declare 4 
his Opinion, and to produce his Reaſons. — n 
But the Times, I ſuppoſe, are not yet ripe for 9 
this; and I truſt in God they never will be. 5 
The Reader ſecs then by this time, where this p 
Controverſy with the Biſhop is like to end, viz. Will y 
in this, whether there are any now in being, N 
.; Who are regularly, ox according to the Mil and BW & 
Appointment of God, called to the Miuiſtry 4 And 62 
it will be a neceſſary Conſequence of the Do- or 
ctrines advanced by his Lordſhip, that there are WW i» 
none ſuch either upon the Epiſcopal or Presbyte- w 
rian Scheme. For whoever they were, whether it 
Biſbops or Presbyters, with whom the Apoſtles in- iv] 
truſted the Power of Ordination, this Power could Wi yr 
only be conveyed. down by a continued or un- fo 


terrupted Succeſſion, and therefore his Lordſhip, v 
by denying that ſuch a Succeſſion has been kept BW hi 
up, has plainly denied the very being of ſuch 4 i wi 
Power. But why, you'll-ſay perhaps, do you tel ¶ thi 
me of Conſequences? If am uninterrupted Succe//i- WM E: 
on has not in Fact been kept up, it has not been il th; 
kept up, and this may and ought to:be'aflerted, BI Si; 
let the Conſequences of aſſerting it be what thef Wl tha 
will. Very true: + But what has His Lordſhip MM at 
done to ſhew that an ninterrupted Succeſſion has Wl oth 
not been kept up? He has indeed aſſerted it about 
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twenty times over, and this (as far as I can fee) 
is ur How unkindly does his Lordſhip 
deal with the Chriſtian Laityl He writes a Pre- 
ſervutius "againſt the Principles aud Practices of the 
Nonjurots. In this Book he propoſes nothing 
but laſting Foundations, ſuxe Retreats, reſting. Pla- 
ces, and the like. When he comes to. confider 
one Principle of the Nozjurors (which ought, I 
think, alſo to be a Principle of his Lordſhip) 
viz. that an uninterrupted: Succeſſion haus been kept 
ap, and that thro' this the Miniſterial Power is 
derived down to us from Chriſt, he ſtrongly de- 
nies the Principle; but then, inſtead of it, he 
gives them no other reſting Place, no gurer Re- 
treat, than his own bare Mord, and that tho“ this 
Principle was treated by him as the main Hinge 
upon which:the Controverſy between us and the 
Nonjurors turns! But I muſt beſeech his Lord- 
ſhip, if he thinks fit to perſue this Point any 
farther, that he wonld give us better Satisfacti- 
on, that he would be pleaſed to name the Time 
when and the Perſons. in uhem that Succeſſion, 
which-begaz in the Apoſtles, ended: acthing which 
it will certainly be very: eaſy for him to do, if 
what he ſays be true, viz. that it is not only 
probable; but certain, that an uninterrupted: Succeſ- 
fon has not been kept, upon all hiſtorical Evidence 
which ue receive in other Caſes. When his Lord- 
lp will! produce this Evidence, I promiſc him I 
will become his Proſelyte. But until he has done 
this, tis Anſwer. enough to ſay, that no ſuch 
Evidence can' be produced, and that, for any thing 
that appears to the: contrary, an uniuterrupted 
Sutzeſfion Has been kept up. For I think verily 
that a bare Aſſertion on one ſide of a Queſtion, is 
at any time equivalent to a bare Aſſertion on the 
eg. wines, to now 24% 1 4 % 1 bid 
W 10 3% as 9 * * But 
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But inftead-of endeavouring to mmke good his 
Aſſertion, his Lordſhip ſcems'to think: he has no- 
thing to do but to call upon us to/overthior it, 
i. e. he thinks it to be his Buſineſs only to aſſert, 
and ours to prove, and that too in a Caſe of 
Fact, wherein, if we prove any thing, we mu 
prove a Negative. He that ſays that an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion from the Apoſtles has not been 
kept up, does thereby affirm, that the Succeſſin 
which began in the Apoſtles has been broken or de- 
ſtroyed. His Lordſhip expects we ſhould prove it 
has zot been deſtroyed, i. e. he expects we ſhould 
give him a Liſt of all the Biſhops and Presbyten 
that have ever been ſince the beginning of Chri- 
ſtianity, and ſhew from whom they had their 
Ordination! How eaſy and modeſt is his Lord- 
ſhip in his Demands! But ſurely a reaſonable 
Man would think that the Demand muſt be on 
the other ſide. For if the Succeſſion which began 
in the Apoſtles had been deſtroyed, tis hardly to 
be conceived that Hiſtory ſhould afford no In- 
Kance or Inſtances, by which this might be made 
appear; and therefore if Hiſtory affords no {uch 
Inſtances, this is a very good Proof that the 
Succeſſion has not been deſtroyed: For my own 
part, I declare that tis the ſame thing with me, 
whether an àninterrupted Succeſſion has been kept 
up, or whether by the beſt Evidence we can get 
it appears to have been kept up: And therefore! 
do not underſtand his Lordſhip when he ſays, 
that an uninterrupted Sueceſſion is a Matter impoſ- 
fible to be proved. Can the: contræry be proved! 
If it can, let it be done; if not, the Diſpute ! 
at an end. His Lordſhip's Inability to maintain 
his Points will for ever ſuperſede any Neceſſit) 
upon us to maintain nnr. 
i If any one thinks that want of Baptiſm admi- 
niſtred by proper Hands, or any other 2 
FENEY >. ke, „„ b an 
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(and. perhaps hidden) Defect diſannuls Ordination, 
and would thence argue againſt an #ninterrupted 
Succeſſion; T am not obliged to anſwer for ſuch 
Fancies as thoſe. - Much leſs do I think my ſelf - 
obliged to maintain (in conſequence of my 
pleading for an uninterrupted Succeſſion) that ſuch 
a Succeſſion is of abſolute Neceſſity in order to the 


Salvation of Chriſtians, z. e. that the Qrdinances 


of the Goſpel unleſs received from the Miniſters 
of that Succeſſion, are utterly inefficacious, or 
that all who do not adhere to the Miniſters of 
that Succeſſion, are in a State of Condemnation. 
I might, I preſume without Offence, plead for 
the Uſe of the Two Sacraments, and'yet I ſhould 
think my ſelf very much to blame, ſhould I lay it 
down univerſally, that none can poſſibly be, ſaved 
without them. That therefore which I contend 
for is this: that if (as I am verily perſuaded) an 
uninterrupted Succeſſion has been kept up, if this 
is the Way which God has appointed for the 
Conveyance of the Miniſterial Power, then the 
Miniſters of that Succeſſion are the only true and 
lawful Miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt. And that there- 
fore it is a Duty ordinarily incumbent upon 
Chriſtians to follow theſe Miniſters, and to re- 
ceive the Ordinances of the Goſpel from their 
Hands, and from theirs only. But then what 
Allowances God may make where this Duty is 
not performed, hew far he will diſpenſe with 
thoſe: who follow another Miniſtry, becauſe tis 
the only Miniſtry they can get (which is the Caſe 
of many Proteſtants abroad) or with thoſe, who 
tho' they have the Opportunity of joining them- 
ſelves to theſe Miniſters, yet ignorantly join them- 
ſelves to others (which I hope is the Caſe of moſt 
Proteſtant Diſſenters at home) this,' I ſay, is a 


Point which I ſhalk-not undertake to determine, 


becauſe I know of no Rule in the Goſpel by 
which it can be determined. In 
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In ſhort; the Neceſſity of following the Mini. 
ſters of an uninterrupted Sucteſſion, hich I plead 
for, is the ſame, and no other, than that which 
his Lordſhip himſelf muſt plead for; with reſpect 
to the Miniſters of that Succeſſion which calls 
Regular. For whatever that Succeſſion be, he 
muſt ſay that is a Duty incumbent upon Chriſti- 
ans to adhere to that Succeſſion; unleſs after all 
that his Lordſhip has ſaid to ſhow his Concern 
for Regularity, he will go on to teach the Chri- 
ſtian People, that „hey are not obliged to have 
any, but that it is an indifferent Thing what Set 
or Order of Miniſters they follow. But his 
Lordſhip, I preſume, will not maintain this: 


For tho (as I have before obſerved) he ſeems 


in one Place very well diſpoſed to call his own 
Regularity a Nicety and'a Trifle; yet — willing 
to hope that his Lordſhip was led to ſay this, 
by the unnatural way of ſpeaking he had been 
forced upon in the Defence of 'a bad Cauſe; and 


not by any real and ſettled Intention of doing 


it: Becauſe to ſay that there is ſuch a Thing as 
Regularity in the” Succeſſion of the. Miniſtry, i. e. 
that there is ſome Rule, by which, according to 
the Mil or Appointment of God, Men ougbt to 
ſucceed one another in the Mmiſtry; and at the 
fame time tò ſay that this Regularity is a Nicety 
and a Trifle, i. e that it Agnes nothing whether 
the People follow thoſe Minifters vrho are thus 
regularly conſtituted, or follow others who are not 
fo conſtituted; ſounds the fame to me as to ſay, 


that it ſignifies nothing in this Caſe; whether the 


People obey the Will of God, or obey it not. For 
certainly if it be the Will of God that fuch or 
fuch Perſons ſhould execute the Miniſterial Office, 
tt muſt be the Will of God that the People ſhould 
follow thoſe Migiſters. However, if his Lord- 
ſhip ſhould not ſee this Point in the ſame _ 
„ & 21091033) 6 that 
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that I do, and will maintain that i it is an indiſſe- 1 
rent thing to Chriſtians, whether they follow 24s 1 
Order of Miniſters, or whether they follow auo- | 
ther; I-cam: fee but one Expedient for him, which 
is; to join with one who has lately profeſſed him- | 
felf his Lordſhip's great Admirer;;, I mean the | 
worthy and ſagacious Mr, Tolatdgin: the Search | 
after a New Coſpel, for the old one (I will ven- : 
ture to ſay) will not ſerve the Turn. 

I will mention but one thing more; which i is, 
That there is one Senſe in which an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion may be ſaid not to have been kept up, tho 
perhaps not with more Truth; yet with ſome» 
what more Appearance of it; and that is, when 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion is ſpoken of, (not with 
reſpe&t to the Miniſterial Power, but) with re- 
ſpect to thoſe Diſtritts or Dioceſes, in which Per- 
ſons rightfully, i. e. validly ordained, execute their 
Miniſterial Eunctions: Between theſe two Sorts 
of Regularity there is a wide Difference; for the- 
former is founded upon Goſpel Rules, the latter 
upon the Orders and Canons of the Church. This 
therefore may properly be called a canonical Re- 
gularity, which is very often wanting where the 
other is, and may be diſpenſed with in many 
Caſes where the other cannot. And this is the 
only Sort of Regalarity which his Lordſhip had 
occaſion to ſpęak to in his Diſpute with the Non- 
jurors, if he meant no more than to defend our. 
oſtabliſned Church: For the Queſtion between 
them and us, is not whether our Biſhops have 
fucceeded rightfully to the Epiſcopal Power, but. 
whether they have ſucceeded rightfully 20 thoſe 
Sees out of which the Nonjuring Biſhops were ex- 
claded. Now if any one for this Realon ſhould 
imagine, that this is in Fact the only Regularity 
which his Lordſhip has oppoſed, he wilt find 
himſelf miſtaken, For 1}. The uninterrupted Suc— 
Nl] ; ceſſion 
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| teſſols which his Lordſhip ſays has wor been kept up; 


is a Succeſſion to the Miniſterial Offite, as appears 


from his own expreſs Words. () An uninter- 


tupted Succeſſion of Perſons regularly orDaINED, it 
a Matter impoſſible to be proved. adh, His Argu- 
ings againſt an uninterrupted Succeſſion, ſhow that 
he means a Succeſſion to the Miniſterial Power. 
(i) There i5—— humanely ſpeaking, a Certainty 
that this Succeſſion hath been often interrupted, 
eſpetially in the Opinion of thoſe who maintain all 


AY Baprisus, and all Qppices perform'd by Per- 


ſons ho eithet have been irregularly okDamED, or 
have forged their Pretenſiont to, ORDINATION, t0 le 
mere Nuilitits 3. The Charge of the Committee 
is, that he hath thrown Contempt upon a regular 
Succeſſion of the | Miniſtry, i. e. to the Miniſterial 
Power and his Lordſhip in his Anſwer does not 
ſs much as pretend to alledge, that what he hath 
ſaid about Succeſſions, does not relate to Succefſi- 
ons in that Senſe. From all this, I ſay, it is evi- 
dent that his Lordſhip hath oppoſed an uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion, as it relates to the Miniſterial 
Office itſelf: I do not ſay he hath not oppoſed it 


in the other Senſe alſo, for it is manifeſt he hath ' 


oppoſed it in both. Upon what Account indeed 
his Lordſhip ſhould have oppoſed an wninterrup:t- 
ed Succeſſion in either Senſe, I do not for my Part 


\{o clearly apprehend. For whether an uninter- 


rupted Succeſſion' in the firſt Senſe has been! kept 
up, is, as I ſaid before, no Part of the Queſtion 
between us and the Nonjurozys, Nor need it be 
made anytPart of the Queſtion, whether it has 
been kept up in the Second. For admitting that 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion be ſuppoſed; to have 
been kept up till the Revolution, it will be a 
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(b) Preſervat. P. 79. (i Ibid, p. 78. 
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juffeient Anſwer t to. the Non jurors, if it can be 
ſhown, either 1f. That our Biſhops at the Reuolu- 
tion were regularly placed in thoſe Sees, out of 
which che Nonjuring Biſhops were excluded: Or 
| 2dly. That ſuppoſing that our Biſhops were not 
| regularly. (4. e canonically) placed in thoſe Sees, 
yet that the Reaſons for ſuperſeding the Canons 
in their Caſe, were ſuch as ſufficiently juſtified 
| the Church in departing. from a Rule of her own, 
| and accepting thoſe Biſhops. Now the firſt of 
E theſe his Lgrdſhip thinks he has made good be- 
| yond all Còntradiction. () The Civil Power, ſays 
he,——had a Right to depoſe thoſe Biſhops who re- 
fuſed to give any Security of their Allegiance, and— 

to name others to ſucceed them here is no Ter- 
ror. therefore from their Allarms, even upon THEIR © 
own Norz1owns f ReGutarity and Schiſm; be- 
| cauſe theſe Biſhops having been rightfully depoſed, 
their Succeſſors are the REGULAR Bijhops.-.. What 
could the Nonjurors wiſh leſs than this! Or what 
| could the Church of England deſire more, than 
s be juſtified even upon the Principles of the 
Nonjurors themſelves! But his Lordſhip is always 
unmerciful in his Conqueſts, and generally as 
unhappy. His over forwardneſs ſpoils the Juſi- 
z:ſs, and cqnſequently, the Sacceſ: of his Under- 
takings : So that whilſt he is labouring to lay 
wide and ſtrong Foundations for his own Security, 
he undgrmines the very Ground upon which he 
till both he and his Adverfaries fink down 
together in one common Ruin. 

175 conclude; for any thing that appears to 
me 0 the contrary, an uninterrupted Succeſſs ons 
even in this latter Senſe, has been kept up. Not 
is if every See or : Dioceſe has always been filled 
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with Perſons regularly conſtituted Biſhops : For 
Tntrufions have happen'd in all Ages. But then 
1 muſt beg leave to obſerve, that ſuch Intruſion; 
do not neceſſarily deſtroy the Succeſſion : For tis 
poſſible that a regular Succeſſion, may be kept up 


in Oppoſition to the irregular ; that the latter may 


in time ceaſe, and give way to the former; or it 
felf become regular by a Ceſſation of the former, 
If the Matter were throughly examined, I am 


of Opinion it would be found; that one or other 


of theſe has been the Caſe of all thoſe Churches, 
where Intruſions have happen d. If his Lordſhip 
thinks otherwiſe, let him produce his Inſtances, 
and they ſhall be conſidered. In the mean time 


let me ask his Lordſhip one Queſtion; that for- 


aſmuch as he denies that an Aninterrupted Succeſſ- 
on of Perſons to particular Sees, according to the 
Orders and Canons of the Church, has been kept 


up, what Rule will he now fix upon for the Suc- 


ceſſion ? To ſay that there is 0 Rule according 


to which Men ought to ſucceed, one another, is to 
make it an indifferent thing who ſucceeds, i. e. ho- 


the People join themſelves to,' as. their proper 
Biſhops, which is turning the whole Controver- 
ſy between us and the Noxjuxors, (ſo far I mean 
as. Religion is concerned) into an arrant Jet. 
To ſay that the Orders and Canons of the Church 


are the Rule, and yet to affirm that the Succeſſion 


according to that Rule is deſtroyed, is to make al 
Biſhops equally Jatruders. His Lordſhip there- 
fore has but one Reſerve that I can ſee, which is 


(as in the former Caſe) to have Recourſe to the 


People, or to the Civil Magiſtrate; and ſay, that 
the Right of determining Matters of this Nature, 
is in him or them, excluſively of all thoſe Rules 
and Canons of the Church, by which hitherto 
they have been directed; and conſequently,.that 


thoſe are the regular and rightful Biſhops; whom 
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a 
be from time to time ſhall conſtitute over them 
or whom they ſhall conſtiture over themſelves. 
Now when his Lordſhip has fairly made out ei- 
ther of theſe T'wo Points, I will freely give up 
the Cauſe, and, promiſe him never to trouble ei- 
ther him or my ſelf about Regularitizs more. 


HH. > | 

From the Succeſſion of the. Miniſtry, it will be 
proper to proceed to the Regard due to thoſe 
who are the Miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt lawfully 
ſet over us. The Committee having charged his 
Lordſhip with denying all Authority to the 
Church, i. e. to the Miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt 
and having produced ſeveral Paſſages out of his 


was made good; go on to obſerve, That (t) 
theſe Doctrines (i. e. the Aſſertions contained in 
thoſe Paſſages) naturally tend to breed in the Minds 
of the People a Diſregard to thoſe who are appointed 
to rule over them, i. e. to their Miniſters. : This 
Obſervation is ſo very juſt and natural, that 1 
ſhould not ſo much as have taken Notice of it, 
had it not been for the ſake of that which follows, 
in remarking upon wich, his Lordſhip hath in 
his Anſwer done great Wrong to the Committee. 
The-Words of the Repreſentation are theſe : | 

Whether his Lordſhip had this View, the 
* following Paſſages will declare. Page 25. The 
“Church of Chriſt is the Number of Perfons who 
* are fincerely and willingly Subjects to him as Lau- 
* giver and Judge, in all Matters relating to Con- 
« ſcience or eternal Salvation: Aud the MORE CLOSE 
© and IMMEDIATE this REGARD to him is, the more 
* certainly, and the more evidently true it is, that 


| Sermon, j which (as they ſuppoſed) this Charge 


Pe CIT 


| (t) Repreſentat. if, 


E 4 i they 


| | (25) | 
et they are of his Kingdom. And Pag. 31. J Chriſt 
* be our King, let us ſhow our ſelves Subjects ty 
te him alone in the great Affair of Conſcience and 
dc ęternal Salvation; aud WITHOUT FEAR or 
«© Mx's Jupcwtnt, live and. att as becomes thoſe 
« who wait for the Appearance. of an  all-knowing 
dc and impartial Judge , even that King whe/e 
“ Kingdom is not of this World. 

Theſe Paſlages, you ſee, are brought by the 
Committee, to prove that his Lordſhip's View was 
the ſame with the Tendency of his Doctrines, i. e. 
that it was his Degn and Intention to breed in 
the Minds of the People a Diſregard to thoſe 
Who are appointed to rule over them, becauſe 
(as the Committee conceived) his Lordſhip had 
in theſe Paſſages, in a more direct manner, taught 
Men not to regard them. What the particular 
Expreſſions are, by which the Committee were led 
to conceive thus much, no Man can fail of di- 
cerning by the very Force of the Paſſages them- 
ſelves: But they are diſtinctly pointed out to us 
by the Reverend the Dean of Chicheſter, in his 
Anſwer to a Letter, p. 61, 62. where in effect he 
tells his Lordſhip, Jo it will be inconfiſtent for 
him to ex hort Men to pay any. Regard to their Spiri- 
tual Teachers and Paſtors, after declaring that the 
MORE CLOSE AND IMMEDIATE their Regard is to 
Chriſt, the more evidently true it is that they are of 
his Kingdom; or to teach Men to reverence thoſe wha 
are over. them in the Lord, after having exhorted 
them to ſhow'themſelves Subjects to Chriſt alone, in 
the Affair of Salvation——-witHour Fear or 
Mzn's JopoukN r. . 
lou fee here plainly. what the Expreſſions are, 
upon which the Streſs of the Charge lies. Where- 
fore having thus cleared the Meaning of the Ob- 
ſervation, we will next conſider the Juſtice of it. 
begin with the fir/ſ# Paſlage, wherein his 1 


7 (294 
ſuip hath declared, that more cloſe and imme- 
diate Men's Regard to Chriſt is, the more certainly, 
and the more evidently true it is, that they are of his 
Kingdom. The Senſe of which will very quick- 
ly appear, by conſidering the Words immediately 
going betore. The Church of Chriſt (ſays his Lord- 
ſhip) is the Number of Perſons, who are fincerely 
and willingly ſubje& to him as Lawgiver and Judge, 
&c. And the more cloſe and immediate this Regard 
(. e. this Regard to Chriſt as Laugiver and 
Judge) is, the more certainly, and the more evidently 
true it is, that they are of his Kingdom. His Lord- 
ſhip here then plainly aſſerts, that Chriſt is to be 
regarded as Lawgiver and Judge, by a choſe and 
immediate Regard ONLY ; or that he is not Ar ALL 
to be regarded as Lawgiver and Judge, mediately 
or remotely : For if by how much the more cloſe 
and immediate our Regard to Chriſt as Laugiver 
and Judge, is, by ſo much the more evident it is, 
that we are of his Kingdom; it is manifeſt that 
he who does at al regard Chriſt as Laugiver and 

udge, mediately or remotely, does not ſhow him- 
elf to be of the Kingdom of Chriſt /o evidently, 
as he who regards him by a cloſe and immediate 
Regard only. The only Queſtion therefore is, 
what it is to regard Chriſt as Laugiver and Judge, 


cloſely and immediately, and what to regard him 


mediately or remote ly. Now to regard Chrilt cloſe- 
ly and immediately, is to regard Chriſt himſelf, i. e. 
without the Interpoſition of any Medium: To re- 
gard him mediately or remotely, is to regard him 
by regarding another. To regard Chriſt therefore 
as Lawgiver and Judge, cloſely and immediately, 
can ſignify nothing elſe than to regard thoſe Laws 
which are enacted, and thoſe Decifions which are 
made and pronounced by him immediately ; and con- 
ſequently, to regard Chriſt as Lawgiver and 


Judge, mediately or reniotely, can ſignify nothing. 


elſe 
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elſe than to regard thoſe Laws which are ena ed, 
and thoſe Deciſions which are made or pronounced 
by Perſons veſted with Authority from him. 

Since then his Lordſhip has declared, that 
Chriſt is not at al! to be regarded às Lawgiver 
and Judge mediately or remotely, the full Senſe of 


the Paſſage muſt neceſſarily be this, viz. that xo 


Regard is to be paid to any (and conſequently 
not to the Miniſters of Chriſt) as Lawgivers or 
Judges in the Matters here ſpoken of, i. e. in 
Matters of Conſcience eligion. For if the fo 


niſters of Chriſt to be regarded as Lauge 
or Judges, they muſt be regarded as Lawg?vers 
and Judges under Chriſt; their Laws and their 
Decifious muſt be received on Account ofthe Au- 
thority repoſed in them by Chriſt, and conſe- 
quently Chriſt (upon this Suppoſition) would be 
regarded as /.awgiver and Judge mediately or re- 
motely. And who can doubt whether his Lord- 


' ſhip intended to ſay thus much, who conſiders 


how often he has pronounced Chriſt to be the 
fole Lawgiver and Judge in Matters of Religion, 
or whether it be not a neceſſary Conſequence of 
his maintaining, that there is in the Church 10 
viſible Human Authority? The only thing there- 
fore now to be done in. order to juſtify the Com- 
mittee in this Obſervation, is to ſhew that they 
have here charged him with teaching, that 10 
Regard ought to be paid to the Miniſters of 
Chriſt in the ſame Senſe, and in no other than this. 
And this, I think, is very obvious. For, 1. The 
Miniſters of Chriſt are exprefled by thoſe who are 
appointed to rule over the People, which ſhews 
manifeſtly that the Committee were conſidering 
thoſe Miniſters under the Notion of Rulers, i. e. 
of Laugivers and Judges. 2. This Part of the 
Charge is expreſly founded upon certain Do- 


Hriues taught by his Lordſhip, and fer down in 


the 
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the foregoing Part of the Repreſentation. Theſe 
Dodctrines (ſay they) naturally tend to breed in the 
Minds of Men a Diſregard, &. Now what theſe 
Doctrines are, you cannot fail of underſtanding 
by the Paſſages themſelves, which are all of them 
roduced to ſhew, that his Lordſhip hath denied 
al: Authority of Legiſlation and Judging in the 
Church of Chriſt. 

When therefore the Committee ſay, that his 
Lordſhip's Intention was the ſame with the 
Tendency of his Doctrines, viz. to teach, that 
o Regard ought to be paid to the Miniſters of 
Chriſt, they could not poſſibly mean any thing 
more, than that his Intention was to teach that 


— t 


tion of Laugivers or Judges. And J hope I have 
made it evident that his Lordſhip has aſſerted 


as much in the very Paſſage produced by the 
f Committee, 
a But how then does his Lordſhip anſwer the 
; Repreſentation ? How? Why, I will tell you. He 


. firſt of all ſtates the Senſe of the Committee un- 
| fairly, and then takes occaſion to load them 

with his Compaſſion. His Charge upon the Com- 
mittee is, that (u) their Aim is to obtain ſuch a 
Regard to themſelves, as is INCONSISTENT WITH 2 
CLOSE and IMMEDIATE Regard to Chriſt. - Hereup- 
on ariſes Surprize, Aſtoniſhment, and great La- 
mentation, that the Clergy ſhould take it as an In- 
jury to their Order, that the Chriſtian People are 
encouraged to ſhew themſelves Subjects of Chriſt : 
that they ſhould ſo far miſtake the End of their 
Calling, as to think that their Buſineſs is to preach, 
not Jeſus Chriſt, but themſelves, to make Men Diſ- 
ciples, not of Jeſus Chriſt, but of themſelves! Thus 


— —_— 


—— 


() Anſw. to the Repreſ. Chap. 1. Seft, 11. p. 58, 59. ” 
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they are not to be at all regarded ander the No- 
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his Lordſhip is pleaſed to repreſent the State of 
the Controverſy, and under this Notion. he has, 
in the great Anguiſh and Bitterneſs of his Heart, 
| ſpent one long mourntnl Section! But let his 
Lordſhip now aſſign the Ground of this vile, this 
dereſtable Imputation! Do the Committee ſay, 
or can it be juſtly inferred from any thing that 
they have ſaid, that their Aim is to obtain ſuch a 
Regard to themſelves, as is InconsISTENT WITH 4 
cloſe and immediate Regard to Chriſt ? Shew this, 
I fay, my Lord, and ſhew it very plainly too, or 
elſe reſerve your Tears for a better Parpoſe. But 
how ſhould his Lordſhip ſhew that which no 
where in Nature is to be found? The Committee 
blame his Lordſtiip for teaching that Chriſt is to 
be regarded by a cloſe and immediate Regard 
oxnLY- Hence he infers it to be the Senſe of the 
Committee, that Chriſt ought Nor Ar AlL to be 
regarded cloſely and immediately! But is there no 
Medium between theſe two Extremes? If Chriſt 
is to be regarded by a c/»Je Regard, may he not 
be regarded remotely too? Or if he is to be re- 
garded immediately, or by himſelf, is it inconfiſtent 
to ſuppoſe that he ought to be regarded medi- 
ately, or by his Miniſters allo? When his Lord- 
ſhip has mach it out that theſe Things are con- 
tradictory, I will freely ſubſcribe to his Opinion, 
and ſay with him, that the Committee have in- 
deed pleaded for ſuch a Regard to themſelves, 
as is inconſiſtent with a cloſe and immediate Regard 
to Chriſt. But ſince every one knows that this 
is impoſſible to be made, out, they need not, I 
ſuppoſe, be told how inconſiſtent this Accuſation 
is with a Regard, I will not ſay to Chriſt and hs 
Goſpel, but even to the common Laws of Huma- 
nity which Nature teaches © + 2 
The Caſe, in ſhort, I take to be this. The 
Miniſters of Chriſt have Authority to _ 

ch 


* 
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ch Things for dutward Order and Decericy in 


Religion, as are not contrary to the ſettled and 


ſtanding Laws of the Goſpel, tho' they be not 
particularly commanded in the Goſpel. Now 
When any one obeys theſe ſettled and ſtanding 
Laws, and will not be prevailed upon to tranſ- 


preſs them, for the ſake of complying with ſuch 


aus as ate appointed by the Miniſters of Chriſt 
forOrdet-and Decency, he thereby pays a cloſe 
and immediate Regard to Chriſt. And when any 
one complies with ſuch Laws appointed for Or- 
der and Decency, as he finds not to be contrary to 
thoſe ſettled and ſtanding Laws, he then pays a 
Regard to the Miniſters of Chriſt; and by ſo do- 
ihg, remotely or indirettlj, he regards Chriſt too, 
becauſe he of comin them for the Sake of Chriſt; 
or upon the Account of that Truſt and Autho- 
rity which Chriſt hath repoſed in them. And 
thus Chriſt is regarded both mediately and imme- 
diately, both cloſely and remotely, both by himſelf 


and by his Miniſters, i. e. he is regarded after 


ſuch a manner as he ought to be regarded: 

But how unjuſt ſoever the transferring the 
State of the Queſtion after this manner be to the 
Committee, it was certainly very much for his 


Lordſhip's Eaſe. For beſides that otherwiſe he 


would have had very little to have ſaid in De- 
fence of himſelf; he would have loſt an Oppor- 
tunity of declaiming againſt abſolute Authority, a 
Topick, ,with reſpect to which altho his Lord- 
ſuip hath no Adverſaries among us, yet he de- 
lights, I perceive, perpetually to dwell upon. 
Had his Lordſhip repreſented to his Readers 
fairly, and as he ought, or had he not by his 
unnatural Comments, as it were, precluded them 
ftom conſidering, what is obvious enough of it 


ſelf, viz. that there may be a mediate Regard 


paid to Chrift very confiſtently with regarding 
g F him 


* 


: C34) 
him- cloſely and immediately, they would then vez 
ry readily have underſtood, that the Deſign of 
the Committee was not to plead for the one exclu- 

five of the other, but for a due Conjunction of 
both together. And then how many fine Strokes 
had been loſt! How little to. the Purpoſe would 
it) have been for his Lordſhip to have cited St. 
Peter condemning in all ſpiritual Paſtors the beha- 
ving themſelves as being Lords over God's Heri- 
tage! How little, to have inſiſted upon the Ne- 
ceſſity Men lie under of comparing the Dottrines of 
Men with the Declarations of Chriſt, and of not 
. throwing off the Reſpect due to their great and infal- 
lible Maſter, under pretence of paying Reſpett to fal- 
lible Teachers ! How little, to have argu'd againſt 
ſuch a Regard to others as is founded upon the Igno- 
miny of our Nature, as is in its beginning infamon 
to all the Faculties we bagſt of, and which ends in 
the Ignorance and Stupidity both of Teachers and 
People, and in the Slavery and. Deſtruction of whol: 
Nations ! All theſe T hings, and more of the 
ſame ſort, which have ſwelled this Section up in- 
to ſo large a Size, had, I ſay, been entirely loſt, 
had the Caſe, been fairly and truly ſtated. And 
what his Lordſhip. perhaps would have lamented 
more than this is, that he would then have found 
no room for a learned Criticiſm of about three 
Pages long, upon the Senſe of the Words Kvezvor 
es and Hyzpevor, with which why he ſhould have 
troubled either. himſelf or his Readers, I cannot | 
for my part imagine, unleſs it were that he | 
might the more effectually improve the Oppor- | 
tunity he had given himſelf of inſinuating baſe 
Things of the Committee. The Committee had 
i 
v 
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ſaid that his Lordſhip's Doctrine tended to breed 
in the Minds of the People a Diſregard to thoſe 
who are appointed to rule over them. To this his 
Lordſhip's firſt Anſwer is, That whe Phraſe to i | 
. | rule 


EL CME... 

rule over them in the Original —— fignifies, 
xc. Let it ſignify what it will. This is no 
Part of the Queſtion. The Committee did not 
uſe this Phraſe with an Intention hereby to de-- 
termine the Extent of Church Power, but only 
as a Scripture Phraſe familiarly applied to the 7 
Miniſters of Jeſus Chriſt. That the Miniſters of 
Jeſus Chriſt have ſome Authority over the Flock, 
I think verily is implied under this Phraſe, and 
believe the Committee think ſo too; but then 
this was never argued by them directly from this 
Phraſe, but all along ſuppoſed and taken for 
granted; and therefore his Lordſhip might as 
pertinently have given us the Senſe of the Word 
ronſe as of #ysweo. But let us hear a little of 


| his Comment. The Word 1y$ru then fignifies 

7 Guides or Leaders. And therefore Rr 

in this Senſe is as an under Shepherd rules his Ma- 

| fter's Sheep. He proceeds, and ſays a little after; 

; But here the Figure of Speech muſt not be carried too 

3 far. Chriſt's Sheep are not to be debaſed into the 

a State of Animals ſo called They are to be led, 

1 and not driven. They are to be led to the Food pre- 

F pared for them by Chriſt, and not driven to rank 

| and unwholſome Weeds inſtead of it. They are to be i 
a ted to their own true Intereſt and Happineſs, and not q 
: to be driven to Market or to Slaughter at the Will 1 
˖ of their Keepers, nor to be ſhorn aud fleeced when- 9 
4 ever the Pleaſure or Profit of their Shepherds ſo cal- | 
Y ed ſhall invite or require it. I muſt beſeech his 

0 Lordſhip to conſider who it is he is diſputing 

| f againſt! He is diſputing, I think, againſt the 

q Committee, and therefore either all that he ſays 

0 is nothing to the Purpoſe, or they muſt be thoſe 


jp who are for driving the Sheep of Chriſt to un- | 
115 

wholſome Weeds, to Market, to Slaughter ! They . 
likewiſe muſt be the Shepherds who are for flee- .4 
c:ng and ſhearing the F _ whenever cither their 4 
e . 5 2 Plea- 4 


2 as — 


| *(36) 
Pleaſure or their Profit ſhall invite or require! 
But for God's -Sake, my Lord, what have the 
Committee ſaid or done to deſerve this Treatment 
at your Hands! Are they any of them Inquiſitor, 
either in Doctrine or in Practice? Do they op- 
preſs their Flocks by Extortion? Or have they 
Pariſhes to take care of, which they neper come 
at? No; but your Lordſhip ſays that they 
plead for ſuch a Regard to themſelves as is incon- 


fiſtent with a cloſe and immediate | Regard 10 
Chriſt. Prove, prove this, my Lord, and then 


call them Drovers, Butchers, Fleecers, or any thing 
elſe that you ſhall think fit, But if, you have nat 
proved, if you cannot prove this, acknowledge 
your ſelf their Debtor; and tho' you may think 
it too great a Condeſcenſion to ask Forgiveneſs 
at their Hands, think it not beneath you to ask 
it at the Hands of one who is greater than they. 

His Lordſhip has given us ſome reaſon to ex- 
pect that he will ind an Opportunity of examining 
diſtinctiy every Text in the New Teſtament relating 
in any ſori\go this Subject; when he ſhall think it 
ſeaſonable ſo to do, it may then alſo perhaps be 
thought neceſſary for Some-body to examine 
them along with him, and to ſhew. what may of 
may not be concluded from them with reſpect to 
Church Authority. The only Purpoſe I had in 
raking this Notice of what his Lordſhip hath 
now obſerved, was to let you ſee that his Lord- 
ſhip, when he is diſpoſed to reflect upon his 
Adverſaries, will not always ſtay for a Reaſon. 

Wherefore having thus diſpatch'd what I have 
to remark concerning the fir/t of the two Paſſa- 
ges mentioned in the Obſervation above, I pro- 
ceed to the ſecond, in which his Lordſhip hath 
taught, that it is the Duty of Chriſtians to live 
and att without Fear of Man's Judgment. Upon 
this there is very little needful to be ſaid; mn 
JJ 1 „ 


(37) 


cauſe his Lordſhip hath ſaid but little. The 
Sum of it is in theſe Words: (z) That it ſhould 
be expected of a Man who lives and acts as a truę 
Chriſtian, and who therefore cannot hut be acceptable 
0 his great Maſter, that he ſbould be afraid of 
Man's „ N methinks is to teach Men not 
to be content with the greateſt of all Comforts, and 
of all Supports, the Aſſurance of the Love and Far 
vour of God. His Lordſhip did well to introduce 
this Obſervation with a methinks, hereby to let 
us know that 1t was only a, Conje&ure of his 
own, for which he had no certain Foundation. 
The Committee, I dare aver for them, intended 
to teach no ſuch thing; but this I believe they 
did intend to teach, that altho! the Aſſurance of 
the Love and Fayour of God is indeed the great- 
eſt of all Comforts, and that which muſt abun- 
| dantly ſerve to every Man's Content and Satis- 
faction, yet that Man's Judgment, i. e. Human 
Excommunication, is not therefore wholly to be 
deſpiſed and ſet at naught. And who can doubt 
whether it was his Lordſhip's Intention in this 
very Paſſage to teach the contrary, when he has 
himſelf every where treated Human Excommuni- 


my 


| cations with Contempt and Ridicule ; when he þ 

; has found no better Names for them than Human = 

1 Engines, Outcries of Human Terror, and vain bl; 
1 Words ? His Lordſhip indeed has been pleaſed uv 
- to tell us, that (a) he has only ſpoken againſt Hu- it 

8 man Seutences as made abſolutely neceſſary to the li: 
\. WH Salvation of Chriſtians (i. e. as I ſuppoſe his Lord- i 
e WW flip means, conſidered as made to affect the | 
Eternal Salvation of Chriſtians) and that in his 1 
= Anſwer to the Repreſentation he has ſhewn that he fi 
h *grees with the laſt declared Thoughts of the Dean | 
UE 3 F ; 1 | 
n j 5 | 


2 (3) mid. p. 66. (4) Anſwer to a late Bock, Ce: p. 25 99 · 
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. 
of Chicheſter upon the Senſe and true Uſe of Ex. 
ommunication. But I have ſufficiently ſhewn (ö) 
elſewhere, that there is no Agreement between 
his Lordſhip and the Dean upon this Point, and 
whoever will be at the Pains of looking into the 
Preſervative, will find it as plain as Words can 
make it, that they are Human Excommunicati. 
ons indefinitely which his Lordſhip calls Huma 
Engines, Outcries of Human Terror, and vain 
Words. How indeed ſhould it be otherwiſe, 
when his Lordſhip denies that there is any ſuch 
thing as a Right of judging authoritatively in thi 
Church of Chriſt ? Bur if Human Excom- 
munications do not affect a Man's State with 
reſpe& to the Favour of God, what Regard, 
4 ſay, can be due to them; or why ought 
en to be afraid of them? I anſwer, that Men 
ought certainly to pay thus much Regard to them, 
and thus far to be afraid of them, as to endes. 
vour by all honeſt and prudent Means to avoid 
them, and that even tho' they ſhould not really 
deſerve them. For beſides that it argues a Con- 
tempt of their Superiors, it ſhews alſo that Men 
make very light of the Ordinanees of the Goſpel, 
when they raſhly and preſumpruonfly incur thoſe 
_ Cenfures, by which they are excluded from the 
Uſe and Benefit of them. Were I ſenſible that 
the Committee pleaded for any greater Fear ot 
Regard than this, I ſhould be very far from un- 
dertaking to vindicate them. But if this be all 
that they contend for, and if his Lordſhip denies 
even this (which he certainly does, if he teaches 
that Human Excommunications ought. to be 
deſpiſed) J hope the Juſtice of their Cenſure wil 
not any longer be diſputed.” 


——_——_— 


(o) See the Defemee of the fiſt Head, xc. Chap, 4. P. 56. 
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(39) 
| V. . 
The G having ſhewn that his Lordſhip 
had taken away from the Church al Authority 
of Legiſlation and Judging, proceed farther ee. 
make ſome Remarks upon his Deſcription of a 
Cavxcn, which, ſay they, doth well agree to theſe 
Doftrines. The Deſcription is this: That it 15 
the Number of Men, whether ſmall. or great, he- 
ther diſperſed or united, who truly and ſincerely are 


ſe, Subjects to Jeſus Chriſt alone, as their Lawgiver 
ch Wi «nd. Judge, in Matters relating to the Favour of 
the Wl God and their Eternal Salvation. His Lordſhip 
m- Where rightly obſerves, that this was intended as a 
ith WDeſcription (c) not of 4 Church, 7. e. of a parti- 
14, cular Church (as the Committee ſeem here to have 


oht repreſented it) but of run Church, i. e. of the 
Men n ver ſal Church. But this Obſervation is of no 
em great Weight, becauſe (however it happened 


je. ¶ that the Committee ſpoke of a Church in this 

void place) it is plain that every where elſe in this 

ally ¶ Obſervation they ſpeak not of a Church, but of 

.on- Wn: Church, and conſequently that they under- 
Men tood, and have oppoſed his Lordſhip, as deſcri- 

ſpeh hing he univerſal Church. The great Fault 

chol Fvhich the Committee found with this Deſcription, 
1 * you may learn from theſe Paſſages. We pre- 

that 


ſume, ſay they, his Lordſhip could not be ig- 
* norant of the 19th Article of our Church, in- 
" tituled ,, Of the Church, viz. The vifible Church 
* of Chritt 2 a Congregation of faithful Men, in 
the which'the pure Word of God is preached, aud 
aches the. Sacraments be duly admiuiſter d according to 
to be Chriſt's Ordinance, in all things that are of neceſ- 


ee 


——  ) Anſw. to the Repreſ. Chap. 1. Sect. 12. p. 70, 


5. 56. 2 fry 
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tt fity requiſite to the ſame. Tho' in Diſparage- 
« ment of this Article, by himſelf ſolemnly and 
te often acknowledged, he aſſerts, p. 10. that the 
& Notion of the Church hath been ſo diverſified by 
'< the various Alterations it hath undergone, that it 
& is almoſt impoſſible ſo much as to number up the 
« many inconſiſtent Images that have. come by daily 
« Additions to be united together in it.” That theſe 
Words were ſpoken in Diſparagement of, or in 
Contradiction to, the 19th Article, the Committee: 
ſeem to have.inferr'd from hence, viz. , That his 
Lordſhip having undertaken to give a Deſcripti- 
on of the Church of Chrift, he muſt be ſuppoſed 
to have put into that Deſcription every thing 
that (in his Opinion) ought to. be put in; and 
conſequently that whatever Things have been 
mentioned by others in deſcribing the Church, 
which are not mentioned by his Lordſhip, muſt, 
be thoſe Additions which his Lordſhip complains 
of. Now it is manifeſt that the Article menti- 
ons more Particulars as effential to the Notion 
of the Church, than are mentioned in his Lord- 
ſhip's Deſcription. For the Article. mentions it as 
neceſſary that the pure Word of God be preached, 
and the Sacraments duly adminiſtred, both which 
Particulars in his Lordſhip's Deſcription are en- 
tirely left out. That this was the Senſe of the 
Committee, appears plainly from the following 
Words. We wiſh, ſay they, that in his Lord- 
te ſhip's Account no Images neceflary to form 2 
* juſt and true Notion of the Church had been 
&« left out; he omits even to mention the preach- 
ce /ing the Mord or adminiſtring the Sacraments, one 
ee of which, in the Words of the 27th Article of 
& our Church, is a Sign of Regeneration, or new 
Birth, whereby, as by an Inſtrument, they that re- 
cc ceive Baptiſm rightly are grafted. into the Church. 
So that his Eordſhip is here charged with having 
4 con- 


* 


(41) 5 
contradicted two Articles of our Church, viz. the 
19th, where preaching the Mord and adminiſtring 
the Sacraments are expreſly declared to be cflen- 
tial to the Notion of the Church; and the 27th, 
wherein one of theſe Sacraments, to wit, that of 
Baptiſm, is alſo declared to be that whereby Men 
are ingrafted into the Chur b). 
The Juſtice of this Charge is ſo very obvious, 
that there would be little need to ſay any thing 
to ſne w it, were it not for the Art and Contri- 
pance which his Lordſhip has made uſe of in the 
Defence of himſelf, which is ſo great, that it is 
not every Reader that will be able of himſelf to 


diſcover the Fallacy. Were it true indeed, what 


his Lordſhip has inſinuated, viz. that (d) a Man's 
being a ſincere Subject of Jeſus Chriſt, did neceſſa- 
rily imply his Uſe of the Sacraments, &c. his Lord- 
ſhip's Deſcription of 'the Church, and that given in 
the 19th Article, would amount to the ſame. But. 
this is not true. For he is a ſincere Subject of Jeſus 
Chriſt, in his Lordſhip's Senſe of that Phraſe, - 
who ſincerely follows the Will of Chriſt as it ap- 
pears to him in the Goſpel. Unleſs therefore it 
can be affirmed, that it is impoſſible for a Man 
ſincerely to. reject the Sacraments, it cannot be. 
true that a Man's being ſincerely a Subject ol 


Jeſus Chriſt, does neceſſarilj imply his Uſe of the 


Sacraments, I have debated this Point ſo fully 
with his Lordſhip in (e) another place, that tis 
needleſs to inſiſt upon it any longer here. His 
Lordſhip indeed himſelf ſeems to have been ſen- 
ſible of the Weakneſs and Inſufficiency of this 
Flea, and therefore he has provided us with 


_— — — 
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(4) Ibid. Sect. 14. p. 79. and Sett. 15. p. 81. 
(e) See Remarks vpon Sincerity. ; 
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(42) : 


by 


another iti caſe this ſhould fail. The Plea is, that 


the . 19th Article (F) defines - A PARTICULAR 
viſible Church; whereas (g) he pretends to deſcribe 
ud other but THE UNIVERSAL inviſible Church. Lam 
here ſurprized and even aſtoniſhed at his Lord- 
ſhip's Inconfiltency } It was but juſt now that he 
had been wondrivg at the Committee for calling his 
Deſcription a Deſcription of x Chureh, 1. e. of 4 

articular Church, and not Taz Church, i. e. the 
univerſal Church. And yet now, when he comes 
to explain the Article, he falls into the ſame Fault 
himfelf, and ſays it defines a Church, when the 


very Title of. the Article, and the Article it ſelf, 


ſhews that it defines not a Church, but Tz 
Church! But his Lordſhip, JI perceive, is not 


long of a Mind: for no ſooner had he produced 


the Article, in order to compare it with his own 
Deſcription, but he declares (the Truth it ſelf ex- 
torting it from him) that (%) the Article ſpeaks 
555 of A Church, bat) of ruH Church ! A few 

ines after he forgets himſelf again, and ſays, 
that the Article deſcribes thoſe outward Atts which 
are peceſſary to make (not HE Church, but) x 
Charch ! What ſhall one do with à Writer who 
runs backward and forward in ſuch a manner as 
this! Every fober Reader muſt needs be ſenſible, 
without being led to it, that what this Article 
defines, is not A PARTICULAR wifible Church, but 
THE UNIVERSAL viſible Church. TAE VisiBLE Church 


Chriſt, ſays the Article, 2 a Congregation of 


aithfut Men, &c. This Word ' Coxncrx6ari0N 


his Lordfhip thinks fit to interpret as fignifying 


a Number of Men actually met together, that 
which nothing can be more abſurd and ridicu- 


2 5 if — 
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(F) Sed. 14 p. 78. (8). SeR: 12. p. 70. 
O) Set. 14. p. 78. 
| Jous 
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ous. 
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Jous. For the Article pretends to define not 4 
Church, but rug Church, as is plain. But if it 


| ſpeaks (as his Lordſhip ſays it does) of a Con- 


| GREGATION actually met together, it muſt then in 
reality define not THE Church, but 4 Church. 
Again, The Church is here defined by a Congre- 
gation, therefore there muſt be a Congregation, or 


| there can be xo Church, Conſequently if by & 
| Congregation you mean a Number of Men actually 
| met together, you muſt fay, that without a Num- 


ber of Men actually met together there can be 0 


| Church, or. in other Words, that a Number of 
| Men cannot be the Church any longer than they 


are actually met together, By a Congregation there- 
fore you muſt underſtand a Body or Collection of 
Men, whether met together or not met together. 
In this latter Senſe his Lordſhip might have 
found the Word uſed, if he had but look d to 
Can. 55. where the Catholick Church of Chriſt is 
explained by the whole ConGREGATION of Chri- 
ſtian People pispRRSD throughout the whole World. 


So that the Senſe of the Article is plainly this, 


that the viſible Church of Chriſt c the wore 
NumBER or AGGREGATE of thoſe faithful Men, 
among whom the pure Word of God is preached, and 
the Sacraments" are duly adminiſtred, &c. As this 
Interpretation. puts no Force upon the Words, 
lo it is the only one, ſo far as I can ſee, by 
which the Article can be made to ſpeak conſiſt- 
ently with it ſelf. f 
The Article then having defined the univerſal 
viſible Church of Chriſt, it is plain that if his 
Lordſhip meant to deſcribe to us the ſame 
Church, the Article muſt be contradicted by his 
Deſcription. But to ſave himſelf from this, his 
Lordſhip, as you have ſeen, further tells us, that 
he pretends to deſcribe no other but the univerſal 


iNv1SIBLE Church, It is under this Cover that 


. the 


044) 
the main Fallacy lies; and therefore that I may 
now ſet his Lordſhip's Notions in a clear Light, 
I muſt obſerve that the znvi/fible Church is a Phraſe 
no where to be found in Scripture, but invented 
by modern Divines, and uſed to fignify thoſe 
Members of the viſible Church, who are inward) 
and really what they outwardly profeſs themſelve; 
to be. If any Divines have uſed this Phraſe in 
another Seriſe, I am not to anſwer for that; this 
I am certain of, that this is the only ſound Senſe 
in which it can be uſed, unleſs you'll ſay, eithet 

that there is no univerſal viſible Church, or that 
there are tuo Sorts of univerſal Churches, the 
one viſible, and the other inviſible. But that the 
invifible Church, in this Senſe, is not the Subject 
of his Lordſhip's Deſcription, is manifeſt, 1ſt. From 
his Lordſhip's declared Deſign, which, he tells us, 
was to deſcribe ThE Church, i. e. the uNdIVEISAI 
Church; or, as he expreſſes it, the (i) wnon 
KINODOM of Chriſt. Whereas he who deſcribes 
the inviſible Church, in the Senſe wherein that 
Phraſe is now uſed, does not deſcribe the univer- 
fal. Church, or the whole Kingdom of Chriſt , but 
only a Part of it. 2dly, From the Nature of the 

_ Deſcription itſelf, according to which, as 1s ma- 
—_ nifeſt, and T have (e) elſewhere ſhewn, a Man 
E may be a Member of the invifible Church, who is 
—_ - u Member of the v:fible one. Whereas the very 
=_ | Notion of the invifible Church, in this Senſe, im- 
—_ 2900 that a Man cannot be a Member thereof, ur- 
leſs he be firſt of all a Member of the viſible one 
His Lordſhip's Intention therefore appears to me 
1 plainly to have been this, viz. To Lide the 
| univerſal” Church of Chriſt in ſuch a manner, as 
to make it to be #0 viſible Society. As a probable 


— 
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Ground for this, J offer it to be conſidered, tliat 
his Lordſhip hath not ſo much as once through- 
ont this whole Diſpute, . 2 any mention of 
an univerſal viſible Church, tho' he had frequent 
Opportunities of doing it, which I conceive he 
would hardly have ſlipt, had he been perſwaded 
that the Word Crurcn, when uſed in an univer- 
ſal Senſe, does in the Scripture Language denote 
a viſible Society. But his Lordſhip's own Words 
will make this Matter clear beyond Exception. 
(1) The Notion of the CuuRcn of Chriſt, ſays he, 
AT FIRST was only the Number, ſmall or great, of 
thoſe who believed him to be the Meſſiah. His 
| Lordſhip, I preſume, will not deny that to be 
his Notion of the Church of Chriſt, which he ap- 
prehends was the Notion of it at firft, i. e. which 
he apprehends to be the Scripture Notion of it. 
| Now if the Notion of the Church be only the- 
Number of thoſe who believe Chriſt to be the Meſ- 
fah, tis plain that the Notion of the Church does 
not imply a viſible Society; becauſe 'tis plain that 
a bare Belief in Jeſus Chriſt as the Meſſiah, is not 
y ſufficient to gather Men into a vi/ible Society. 
Agreeably to this Notion of the univerſal Church, 
his Lordſhip has expreſſly thrown out al outward 
Act, (in which outward Acts viſible Communion 
does conſiſt) as not eſſential, or in any wiſe be- 
longing to it. (n) Outward Acts, ſays he——are 
neceſſary to make A viSIBLE Church. By à viſible 
Church his Lordſhip plainly means a particular 
Church; and when he ſays that outward Acts are 
neceſſary to make a viſible Church, his Meaning is, 
that they are neceſſary to that, and to that ox, 
7. e, that they are not at all neceſſary to conſtitute 
the univerſal Church. This is evident from ano- 
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(1) Serm. p. 10. (n) Anſw, to the Repreſent, Ibid. p. 15. 
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a 
ther Paſſage of the ſame Sort, wherein his Lorg. 
ſhip declares that (z) visa OUTWARD, Sioxs, 
belong to a vastBLE Church as such. Theſe out- 
ward-Signs, his Lordſhip (which, is very remark- 
able) extends even to the Publick Profeſſion. of 
Chriſtianity. For the Committee having charged 
him with omitting, preaching the Word and admi- 
niſtring the Sacraments, he ſays, They might have 
added, he omits likewiſe the very PusLick PRorzks- 
$10N of Chriſtianity. And is not the Reaſon plain! 
Becauſe I was not ſpeaking of a vistBLE Church, 
to which ALONE As SUCH, viſible outward Signs, 
or VERBAL PROFESSIONS belong; but of THE UNi- 
VERSAL INVISIBLE Church. x 
I hope it will not now be any longer doubted, 
whether it was his Lordſhip's Intention to deny 
that the univerſal. Church of Chriſt is a vi/ible So- 
ciety. But if any thing more be needful to be 
ſaid upon this Point, it may be ſupplied from 

two other Paſſages which the Committee have. 
found Fault with, and the Meaning of which we 
may no the better judge of. The Paſſages you 
will find in his Lordſhip's Sermon, Pag. 24, 25. 
where he tells us, that the groſſeſt Miſtakes in 
Judgment about the Nature of Chriſt's Kingdom e- 
Church, have ariſen from hence, that Mew) have 
argued from other viſible Societies, and other viſible 
Kingdoms of this World, to what onght to be viſible 
and ſenſible in his Kingdom; and that we muſt nat 
frame our Ideas from, the Kingdoms of this World, 
what ought to be in a vifible and ſenſible manner 

zn his (Chriſt's) Kingdom. If his Lordſhip had 
ſaid no more than this, that we muſt not argue 
from every thing in the Kingdoms of this World, 
that the ſame muſt be viſible in the Kingdom of 
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Cbriſt; the Truth of his Aſſertion, às it could 
not reaſonably, fo I conceive it would not have 
been diſputed: For certain it is, that there are 
many things viſible in Human Societies, which 
are not viſtble in the Church of Chriſt. Thus, 
for Inſtance, in all Human Societies there is, 
and muſt be, ſome one or more vifible Judge or 
Judges, by whofe Sentence all Controverſies rela- 
ting to the Laws of ſuch Societies are finally to 
be determined. But in the Church of Chriſt the 
Caſe is not ſo; in this there are no vi/ible Judges, 
to whoſe Determinations concerning the Laws 
of Chriſt, others are bound to ſubmit; and 
4 therefore he who in this Caſe, or in any other 
of the like Sort, ſhould argue from the one to the 
other, muſt certainly run himſelf into very groſs 
de Makes. But that which his Lordſhip ſeems 

plainly to have intended by theſe Paſſages, is 
this, That we ought not to argue at all, or to 
frame, any Ideas from the Kingdoms of this 
World, to what onght to be viſible in the King- 
dom of Chriſt ; which is not true, if it be true 
that the Church is a vifible Society. For ſome 
Ideas of viſible things there muſt be, which are 
common to all viftble Societies, i. e. the Ideas of 
all thoſe things which conſtitute the Nature and 
Eſſence of a vi/ible Society. Wherefore, tho' I may 
not argue, that becaufe rhere are vi/ible ee 
Judges or Lawgivers in the Kingdoms of this 
World; thereſore there are alſo vifible abſolute 
Judges or Lawyrvers in the Kingdom of Chriſt; 
yet I may, and muſt argue, that becauſe there 
are in all the Kingdoms of this World certain 
0yrward Laus by which the Subjects of each 
Kingdom are held together, or by Vertue where- 
of they become a vifible Society, therefore there 
muſt alſo be the ſame in the Kingdom of Chriſt, 
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(43). 
| becauſe elſe the Kingdom of Chriſt could not bg 
what it is now ſuppoſed to be, a viſible Society, 
That the Committee underſtood his Lordſhip as 

ſpeaking in this latter Senſe, is plain from the 
following Words. Againſt ſuch. Arguings from vi- 
ſible Societies and earthly Kingdoms, his Lordſhip 
faith, our Saviour has poſitively warned us; and 
yet the Scripture Repreſentations of the Church, do 
plainly expreſs its Reſemblance to ot her Societies ix 
Many Rxsprcrs; which implies, that in the Opi- 
nion of the Committee, his Lordſhip had taught 
that the Church reſembles other Societies, 7. e. 
' viſible or earthly Societies in no reſpeck. And tho 
his Lordſhip now tells us, that (q) the Church 
does reſemble other Societies in many Points, and 
that he never ſaid, or ſo much as thought the con- 
trary; yet he very plainly ſhews that he dee: 
think the contrary, even at the ſame time that he 
is endeavouring to difſemble it. For what arc 
theſe many Points in which the Church reſembles 
other Societies? Why, according to his Lord- 
ſhip's own Account they are ho other than thee, 
that it has a King and a Judge over Subjects, i. e. 
in ſhort, the Reſemblance between the Church 
and other Societies or Kingdoms, is this, and 
this only, that they are all Societies, or al King- 
doms. But I beſeech his Lordſhip, what is this to 
the Purpoſe? That the Church is a Society or 4 
Kingdom (for you may call it which you pleaſe) 
is agreed. between us; the Queſtion is, what 
Reſemblance this Kingdom or Society bears to 
other Kingdoms. To ſay therefore, as his Lord- 
ſhip hath in effect ſaid, that hie Kingdom bears 
no other Reſemblance to other Kingdoms than 
that it is a Kingdom, is, if I know any thing, to 
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fa that it beats uo Reſemblanice to otfler King= 
doms at all. But there is no need for me to infiſt 
upon this: For when the Committee {ay that the 
Scripture Repreſentations of the Church de plainly 
expreſs its Reſemblance to other Societies in many 
„/bet, their Meaning is, that they expreſs 4 
viſible Reſemblance in many Reſpe&s. This is 
plain, becauſe this was alledg'd againſt his Lord- 
Whip's Aſſertion, that we muſt not frame our Ideas 
rom the Kingdoms of this World, of what ought to | 
ein a VISIBLE and SENSIBLE manner in Chriſt's 
ingdom. That therefore which the Committee 
harge upon his Lordſhip is, that he hath taught 


— 
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hat the Church doth not vi/fibly reſemble other 
d ocieties iz any reſpect: And the Juſtice of this 
N= harge is, I think, now very apparent. For; 


1, If we may not argue at all from other Socie- 
ies, to what ought to be vi/ible in the Church 
ff Chriſt, if there are no Ideas of vifble things 
ommon to both; there is then no viſible Re- 
emblauce between them. Again, 2. If, as his 
ordſhip ſays, the Kingdom of Chriſt reſembles 
dther Kingdoms in no other reſpect than this, vis. 


> That it has a King and a Judge over Subjects; 
nd lis likewiſe deſtroys all vijible Reſemblance be- 


ween the Chutch and other Kingdoms. For 


1 - 

6 | King and a Judge over Subjecis there may bez 
ra Mio the Subjects of that Kingdom be not held 
iſe) Nogether by any outward and-vifible Laws; and 


hat Nonſequently, tho' there be no vifible Reſemblance 
to Netween that and other Kingdoms. And this 5 
rd-HNuſt here be the Caſe: For if his Lordſhip ſays 
ears Nhat the Subjects of Chriſt's Kingdom are, as ſuch, 
han eld together by any outward vifible Laws, the 
to MWingdom of Chriſt does in that reſpef? reſemble 


ther Kingdoms, and conſequently, it will not 
e true to ſay that it reſembles other Kingdoms 
n #0 other reſpett than 9 vis, That it hath 
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2 King and a Judge over Subjefts, This then i 
his Lordſhip's Principle; that there 1s no vii 
Reſemblance or Likene/s between the Kingdom ct 
univerſal Church of Chrift, and other Kingdoms, 
which if it be true, it muſt then be a vain thing 
indeed to pretend to argue at all from what is 
viſible in the one, to what ought to be viſible in 
the other. And thus you ſee how his Lordſhip 
Aſſertions clear up, and mutually ſupport one 
another, and all end in the ſame general Con- 
cluſion, viz. That the UNIVERSAL CHURCH of 

Chrift is NO VISIBLE SOCIETY. Shs: 
And now Reader, theſe things being thus laid 
together, pray judge for your ſelf, whether his 
Lordſhip hath not plainly contradicted the Art. 
cles of our Church. The XIXth Article ſuppo- 
ſes the univerſal Church, of Chriſt to be a viſit 
Society, and lays down thoſe outward As, in 
Vertue whereof its Members become a wifil: 
Society, 'His Lordſhip on the contrary main- 
tains, that the univerſal Church is no viſible H. 
ciety.; and in conſequence hereof, aſſerts that 
thoſe outward Acts, viz. Preaching and Hearing 
the Mord, adminiſtring and receiving the Sacra- 
ments; yea, even the very Publick Profeſſion j 
Chriſtianity, have nothing to do with the Notiot 
of Chriſt's univerſal Church, but belong only to 
the Idea of particular. Churches. So that whereas 
the XXVIIth Article maintains that Baptiſm i 
that whereby they who receive it rightly, are graftel 
into THE Church; manifeſtly meaning thereby 
the uni verſal Church; his Lordſhip in conſe- 
quence of his Principles, muſt teach, that 
Baptiſm Men are not grafted into the Aniverſal 
Church, but into ſome one or other particulu 
Church only. This is truly the Caſe; and rhere- 
fore if his Lordſhip ſhould any longer inlil 
upon this Plea, that he has pretended to deſcribe 
| | * * 
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no other hut the univerſal InvisisLs Church; tell 
him plainly that he anſwers truly, but nothing 
to the, Purpoſe... For by this it ſeems as if he 
did not deny the univerſal yisists Church, and 
had attemped at leaſt in deſcribing the univerſal 
IxvisiBLE Church, to preſerve the Notion of 
it intire: But no ſuch Matter as this! No; his 
Lordſhip knows of no ſuch thing as an univerſal 
vis1BLE Church, but in Contradiction both to 
our Articles and to the Scriptyres, makes 1t to 
be altogether Invisisre. I fay in Contradiction 
to the Scriptures. For I deny what his Lordſhip 
aſſerts without any manner of Proof, That / 
Notion of the Church of Chriſt was, at firſt, only 
the Number of thoſe who believed him to be the 
Meſſiah, z. e. (as he himſelf explains this) of 
thoſe who ſubjected themſelves to him as their King, 
in the Affair of Religion. I deny this, I ſay, (in 
the Senſe wherein he ſpeaks it) and affirm on 
the contrary, that the Word Church when uſed 
in its utmoſt Latitude, conſtantly denotes in 
Scripture, the Number of thoſe who continued 
1% BY df aft in the Apoſtles Doctrine and Fellowſhip, i. e. 

oho believed all the fundamental Doctrines of 
de Chriſtian Religion, and who held Com- 
munion with the Apoſtles, and ſuch Miniſters, 


1 as according to their Directions, were lawfully 
* ſet over them, and received the Sacraments 
"* from their Hands; and conſequently who were 


i joined together in one viſible Society under Chriſt 
I the Head. If his Lordſhip thinks fit to con- 
f tradict me in this, and will maintain that al 
© I ho believed Chriſt to be the Meſſiah, whether 


they received the Sacraments, or whether they 
rejected them; whether they followed their 
lawful Miniſters, or whether they followed falſe 
Teachers, were at firſt eſteemed to be of: the 
8 dba 


they were ſound in the Faith or not, whether 


— —ͤ— — — — — — 
* . = 


—̃ — — — 
— 
_ £7 


„ you know, is, that all ſincere Believers are equal: 


Church: If, I ſay, his Lordſhip will maintain 
this, I muſt beſeech him not to deal by his 
Readers, as he did by his Audience, i. e. not 
barely to aſſert, but to prove it; and let him 
prove it when he can. 1 | 
I cannot forbear, before I take my leave of 
this Point, to lead my Reader to the grand 
Principle which ſeems to have given Birth to 
this Notion, becauſe I think it will not a little 
confirm what I have already laid down. Take 
it then from his Lordſhip's own Hand. (p) Wha 
I ſaid about inconſiſtent Images by daily Addition 
united in the Notion of the Church of Chriſt — 
What was in his Lordſhip's Mind, think you, 
when he ſaid this? Why he tells you, I hat 
in my Mind thoſe Modern Images ——thoſe Moden 
Notions, which give ſuch Account of particular 
Churches, as exclude from the Favour of God, aud 
from the Church of Chriſt, many who" will, I doukt\ 
not, come from the Eaſt and from the Weſt, and ſi 
down in the Kingdom of God. The Secret, I think, 
is now out at once. His Lordſhip's Doctrine, 
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ly entitled to the Benefits of the Goſpel. Nov 
ſince none are entitled to the Benefits of the 60. 
pel, but thoſe who are Members of the Church 
of Chriſt; what can be a more clear Conſe- 
gquence than this, that all ſincere Believers ate 
Members of Chriſt's Church ! This is one way 
of writing Divinity | A Scheme is firſt of al 
raiſed according to a Man's own Fancy, and 
then the "Artichas and the Scriptures are torn 
and worried to Death, to make them ſpeal 
his Senſe!” There is an evil Fate for ever at- 
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tending upon ſuch Projects as this; and amongſt MI fi 
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the many Misfortunes which his Lordſhip now 
labours under, this is none of the leaſt, that this 
Notion, this comprehenſive Notion of the Church 
of Chriſt, is yet too ſtreight for his much more com- 
prehenfrve Principles. According to his Lord- 
ſhip's Doctrine of Sincerity, not only ſincere Be- 
lievers, but ſincere Perſons of all ſorts, ſincere 
Jews , ſincere Turks, ſincere Heathens, are all of 
them (as I have ſhewn in treating upon that Sub- 
jet) equally entitled to the Benefits of the Goſpel. 
And muſt not all theſe then be taken into the 
Church of Chriſt? Yes, if you can tell how. But 
tho' his Lordſhip's Principle requires it, yet-his 
Deſcription will not do it; and how then ſhall 
we contrive? I will commit his Lordſhip to the 
Conduct of one, whoſe Company perhaps he 
may like better than mine, and who is able to 
let him into this Secret; I mean the famous 
Quaker Robert Barclay. His Words are theſe. 


Church) are comprehended all, and as many, of what= 
ſoevir Nation, Kindred, Tongue, or People they be 
(tho' outwardly Strangers, and remote from thoſe who 
profeſs Chriſt ) as become obedient to the Hol r 
ohr and TESTIMONY of God in their Hearts — 
For this is the univerſal or Catholic Spirit, by which 
many are called from all ru FOUR CoRNERS of the 
Earth, and ſhall str pow N with Abraham, Iſaac, 
and Jacob. There may be Members therefore of 
the Catholick Church both among Heathens, Turks, 
Jews, and all the ſeveral ſorts of Chriſtians 
of INTECRITT and SIMPLICITY of Heart, &c. 
Barclay, Apo. Prop. 10. p. 404, 405, Fol. Edit. 
See here! This great Apoſtle of Sincerity af- 
firms roundly, that a Jew a Heathen, a Turk, 
may be a Member of the Catholick Church ! 
Strange, you'll ſay, that a Man ſhould be capablg 
of being of the Church of Chriſt, who does nog 
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Under this Cnukch (i. e. under the wniverſal , 
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fo much as believe in Chriſt ! But no matter for 
that. This Man underſtood his own Principles. 
He was of his Lordfhip's mind, that ATL w are 
obedient to the holy Light, ALL of Integrity and Sim- 
plicity of Heart, i. e. (as his Lordſhip would ſay) 


ALL fincere Perſons, are intitled to the Benefits of 


the Goſpel. He was not ſo uncharitable as to 
ſuppoſe that a Jew or a Heathen could not be ſin- 
cere, and therefore he ſaid what he found himſelf 
obliged to ſay, that a Jeu or a Heathen might 
be a Member of the Catholick Church. His Lord- 
ſhip then ſees the way how to make his Deſcrip- 
tion of the Church adequate to the Extenſiveneſs 
of his Principles. Tis but giving up one (mall 
Point more, and the Work is done. Tis but 
throwing out the Belief of Jeſus Chriſt, and he 
will agree with the Quakers and with ' himſelf 
too. —— Burt I hope for better things, and that 
his Lordſhip will at length be made ſenſible, 
how 1mpoſſidle it is that thoſe Notions ſhould be 
true, which end in ſuch abfurd and extravagant 
Conſequences. „ 

1 ſhall conclude theſe Obſervations with a Re- 
mark upon his Lordfhip's Reply to a Conſequence 
charged by the Committee upon this Doctrine of 
Sincerity, which we are now ſpeaking of. The 
Conſequence is expreſſed in theſe Words. That 
it is making every Man, how illiterate and ignorant 
ſoe ver, his own ſole Judge and Director on Earth 
in the Affair of Religion. The Senſe of it ſeems 
to be this, that his Lordſhip has rendred all 
Direction or Inſtruction unneceſſary to the Salvati- 
an of Chriſtians. I believe there is no one who 


will not own this Inference to be juſt. For if all. 


{incere Perſons are alike intitled to the Favour 
of God, it muſt be the ſame thing as to Salvati- 
on, whether a Man be in the right, or whether 
he be in the wrong; and conſequently his Satva- 
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left quietly to enjoy his own Ignorance. For Since- 
rity may be attained under one Degree of Light, 
4s well as under another. 0 N 1h 

His Lordſhip has treated the Committee upon 
' this Point, as if they denied to the Iliterate and 
Hnorant the Liberty of private Judgment; which 
I ſhall believe, when once it be made appear that 
they claim an abſolute Authority Over any, and not 
before. For certain it is, and every one muſt 
needs ſee it, that theſe two things muſt always 
go together. In the mean time I ſhall take no- 
tice of one thing which his Lordſhip hath ſaid 
in anſwer to this Objection, of which that the 


Reader may the better judge, I muſt premiſe a 
few Words. | 


x ni «2:4 
J That every one ought, in Matters relating to 
e his Eternal Salvation, to judge for himſelf, and 


. to purſue that Method of Religion which, after 
it the Uſe of the beſt Means which he has, appears 

to him to be the true, is what is univerſally agreed 
E upon among Proteſtauts. It is, E think, alſo no 
1 leſs generally acknowledged, that Human Learn- 
ing is a very uſeful, and withal in ſome Caſes, 
a very neceſſary Qualification to enable Men to 
judge aright; and conſequently that the Opinion 
of Learned Men ought, by thoſe who are not 
ſufficiently learned themſelves, to be conſidered 
as one of thoſe Means, which they muſt have re- 
courſe to, in order to the ſatisfying themſelves 
in their religious Scruples. Not as if any Man's 7 
Learning, how great ſoever, could give him an 
Authority to determine the Conduct of others by 
his Opinion; but the Caſe is, that the Judgment 
ot learned Men on one ſide of a Queſtion, where 
no plain Proof appears on the other, has the 
nature of a moral Evidence; Which Evidence, as 

| | it 
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it is ſometimes the only Evidence that a Maii 
can get, ſo it may ſometimes be ſo great, as that 
a Man cannot, without' renouncing his Reaſon, 
tefuſe ro ſubmit to it. The #nanimom or general 

_ Conſent of Learned Men, touching any Point 
which their Learning is ſuppoſed to qualify 
them to judge of, is an Evidence which Men 
uſually act upon with as little Scruple, as they 

do upon any Evidence which they receive from 
their own immediate Knowledge. Thus as to 

Matters of Law; tho' the Learned in that Sci- 

ence have no Authority to bind others by their 

Determinations, or to, make any one Statute 

otherwiſe than it really is; yet a general Agree- 

ment among them, as to any particular Caſe re- 
lating to that Science, is commonly eſteemed to 
be a ſufficient Proof, that what they thus agree 
in, is the Right; and a Man who ſhould hazard 
an Eftate upon a Notion of his own, in Oppo- 
firion to their Judgment, would be eſteemed, 
little better than mad. In like manner, in the 

Buſineſs of Religion; tho' no Man, how learned 

ſoever, has Authority to bind others by his De- 

termination, or to make any one Law of Chriſt C. 

any otherwiſe than it really is; yet the general WM th 

Conſent of learned Divines, touching any difficult lig 

and dubious Queſtion, is by moſt Men thought 4 

to be a very good Ground for others to proceed WM le: 

upon, inſomuch that he who ſhould oppoſe his ¶ po 
own private Judgment to theirs, would (and I ter 
think very deſervedly) be eſteemed proud and Wh Ur 
opinionated. / fit 

I muſt indeed confeſs, that it is not always WM per 

that a Man can find a ſure Ground for his Con- ¶ to 
duct in the Opinion of learned Men. For ſome- Wins 
times the Learned differ among themſelves, upon 

Reaſons more or leſs ſubſtantial. At other times 

the Paſſions and Prejudices of Men intereſt ** ( 
82 8 ves 
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(57) 
ſelyes in their Diſputes, which; whereſoever it 
happens, it will, ſo far as it appears, take off 
that Weight, which their Learning would other- 
wiſe give to their Deciſions. . But this I will 
venture to lay down as a certain and ſtanding 
Rule, that ceteris paribus, or where all other Cir- 
cimſtances are, of appear to be equal, the Opi- 
nion of the Learned ought, in the Eſtimation of 
every. wife Man, to be more than a Ballance to 
the Opinion of the Unlearned; and conſequently 
that in all Diſputes about Religion, where a 
Man cannot by very plain and convincing Rea- 
ſons ſatisfy himſelf, that Side ought to be fol- 
lowed on which the Advantage of Learning lies. 
This is my Notion of the Matter, which, as it 
is not only conſiſtent with, but manifeſtly ſup- 
poles, a Liberty of private Judgment, ſo I am 
confident 1t 1s agreeable to the common Senſe 
and Practice of Mankind. in 

By what Fate it has happen d I cannot tell, but 
ſoit is, that his Lordſhip has, if I underſtand him 
tightly, very groſly contradicted the common Senſe 
of Mankind in this Particular, by denying (in 
Conſequence of what he hath aſſerted) that 
the Opinion of tearned Men in Matters of Re- 
ligion, has ſo much as the nature of a moral Evi- 
dence. For that which gives the Opinion of 
learned Men the Force of an Evidence, is a Sup- 
poſition that the Learned are (cateris paribus) bet- 
ter qualified 'to judge of theſe Matters than the 

Unlearned ; and this relies upon another Suppo- 
fition, viz. that Learning is in it ſelf a very pro- 
per, and ſometimes neceſſary Help, to enable Men 
to judge rightly in theſe Matters. But accord- 
ing to his Lordſhip, () what is called LxarninG 
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is ſa far from being the moſt neceſſary or the moſt uſes 
ful Qualification in this Caſe, that there is not hing 
which has been ſeen to adminiſter ſo many Doubts 
and ſo many Differences as that. 


His Lordſhip, you ſee, uſes the Word Learni Wil 1 
in the common. Acceptation. Wherefore not 
ſuppoſing that my Reader wants to be informed R 
what Learning is, I proceed to obſerve, that here t 
muſt needs be ſomething couched under this , 
Sentence, which his Lordſhip did not care plain- Wl ; 
ly to ſpeak out, becauſe, as the Sentence now Wil ; 
ſtands, the latter part of it contains #0 Contra- Wil 
dition to the former, when yet the Conſtruction Wil ;; 
neceſſarily requires that it ſhould. Learning, Wi: 
fays his Lordſhip, ij so fax FROM being the mosr MW. 
neceſſary or the mosT uſeful Qualification in this Will p 
Caſe, THAT This way of ſpeaking, I ſay, 
requires that what follows ſhould contradi& this, p. 
and that too in the higheſt Degree of Contradicti- Wl: 
on. But tis no Contradiction at all to this to 


fay, as his Lordfhip hath ſaid, that there is wo- 
thing which has been ſeen to adminiſter ſo man 
Doubts and ſo many Differences as Learning; for 
Learning may accidentally be made to adminiſter Nba. 
as many Doubts and Differences as you will pleaſe 
to ſuppoſe, and yet be of it ſelf a very wſeful and 
very neceſſary Qualification for all that. To 
make Senſe therefore of his Lordfhip's Aſſertion, 
it muſt run thus: LEARNING 16 S0 PAR FROM being 
the Most neceſſary or the MosrT uſeful —— 1H it 
i NOT AT ALL either a neceſſary or: a. uſeful Qualifi- 
eation m this Caſe. That this is his Meaning 
feems to me to be very plain from the following 
Words, where, 1. He ſays, that none are in Ex- 
perience. ſeen to be leſs | a from Error than learn- 
ed Men; which imphes thus much at leaſt, viz. 
that Learning does not at all contribute towards 
the ſecuring Men from Error; for if is: did, it 
| Wollla 
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, C92 
would be very ſtrange that this Effect of it 
ſhould never be ſeen. Again, 2. His Lordſhip 
appeals to the Popiſb Countries, and ſays in effect, 
that one II LITERATER honeſt Man is as cabABTE o 
judging for himſelf in Religion, us All their LEARNED 
Men united, even ſuppoſing them met together in a 
general Council. The Uſe of Learning, I pre- 
ſume, is the ſame in all Countries; and there- 
fore if an illiterate honeſt Man, v. g. in France, be 
a capable of judging for himſelf as a Council of 
learned ones, he will be the ſame here in Great 
Britain, or any where elſe. Now if this be the 
Caſe, the Opinion of learned Men entirely loſes 
the nature of a moral Evidence, and a Man who 
labours under any Scruples of Conſcience,” had 
as good go for Satisfaction to a Plouman as to a 
Profeſſor. | 

His Lordſhip has ſomewhere, I think, been 
pleaſed to promiſe us, that he would never be fo 
weak as to argue from the Abuſe of any thing, againſt 


the Uſe of it. And yet this (which, whether it 


has happened thro' Meakneſs, gr any thing elſe, 
| cannot ſay) appears here very plainly to be the 


Caſe. His Lordſhip has obſerved that Learning 
has been, and is employed to evil Purpoſes, to 
the raiſing and keeping up many Doubts and 
Differences in Religion; and hence he is pleaſed 
to infer, that a Man is as well qualified to judge 


in Religion without it, as he is with it; which is 
juſt as if 1 ſhould ſay, that becauſe an Army of 
Men grows lazy, or turns mutinous, it is there- 
fore no better qualified for, or no more capable of, 
beſieging a Town, than an Army of Children. It 
was in vertue of this goodly Argument, I ſup- 
poſe, that his Lordſhip was pleaſed to bid us 
look out into the Popiſh Countries; for ſetting this 
aſide, I muſt confeſs I can ſee no great occaſion 
that there is to travel ſo far as Spain or Itah, to 
F yp tind 


. E 
find out either an honeſt illiterate Man, or a Council 
of learned ones. His Lordſhip very well know 
that there are ſuch things here at Home as Lays 
men of Conſcience; let him then, if he pleaſes, 
look out among theſe, and ſee whether the 
common Senſe of every one of them, I may ſay, of 
any of them, be deep enough to reach to the 
bottom of every Diſpute in Religion, and that 
even about neceſſary Points. How deplorable a 
thing ſoever it may ſeem to him, if the great aud 
import ant Points of Chriſtianity, thoſe upon which 
Mens Eternal Salvation depends, could not be judged 
of without Learning, yet I am afraid tis what 
will always be found to be true, and ſo much 
the more ſo, by how much the greater the Num- 
ber of thoſe is, who are for removing old Foun- 
dations, and ſettling Chriſtianity upon new in- 
vented: Schemes. Even his Lordſhip himſelf i; 
now embark'd in a Controverſy which, as he 
truly ſays, touches the Vitals of all that is Goud 
And is then every illiterate honeſt Man among u 
as well qualified to judge of this Debate as tht 
' whole Convocation ? It may be thought perhaps 
that his Lordſhip in Decency forbore to put this 
Queſtion to his Readers; and indeed, conſidet- 
ing how decently he has uſed the Committee il 
ſome other Reſpects, I might be of that Opinion 
too, were it not that I ſaw a much better reaſo 
why he ſhould ſend us into the Popiſh Countries, 
The Argument and the Example ought certain 
to be both of a Piece, and therefore ſince tht 
Argument is drawn from the Abuſe of Learning 
thither it was fit that the Appeal ſhould be made, 
where Learning is moſt of all abuſed. | 
And yet his Lordſhip is unhappy even in thi 
Appeal! I have Joo into thoſe Countries with 
the ſame Eyes, I preſume, with which his Lord: 
ſhip has look d into them, and, ſp far as I cf 
3 „„ 3 is Per- 


(61) 
perceive, the common People there follow the 
old Maxim, of believing as the Church believes, 


and accordingly are ready to ſwallow down 


every thing which their Teachers, i. e. the learn- 
ed Men amongſt them, think fit to cook up for 
them, as ſound and wholſome Doctrine. A 
ſure yd Sign this, you'll ſay, of their great Capa- 
city of judging! But whence happens this? Why 
even from the want of that very thing which his 
Lordſhip ſays is of no Uſe ! Theſe Men, you muſt 
know, are entirely given up to their common 


\ Senſe, and debar'd of all thoſe Improvements 


which good Literature would afford them; fo 
that their Minds being thus raw and unprepa- 
red, they are diſpoſed to receive any Impreſſion 


which Men of Craft and Deſign are willing to 


ſtamp upon them. But in the Proteſtant Coun- 
tries the Caſe is quite otherwiſe. Here our Bi- 
bles are open to all, and Variety of excellent 
Books written in the National Language by 
learned Men. Here we have Comments, Sermons, 
PRESERVATIVES, Cc. in the room of Legends, and 
I know not what, inſomuch that our common 
People are perfect Scholars in compariſon to the 
common Sort of thoſe amongſt whom Popery 
prevails. And what is the Conſequence of this? 
Why, that which you will always and every 
where find, in Proportion as the Power of Learn- 
ing prevails. Our People, you ſee, ate not al- 
together ſo tame, they know pretty well the 
Difference between Religion and Superſtition, and 
are able to diſtinguiſh thoſe who mean them 
well, from thoſe who come to put a Yoke about 
their Necks. What Pity was it then that his 
Lordſhip did not draw out one of his well in- 
ſtructed Lay- men, contront him to a Popiſb Coun- 
eil, and tell them that he is a better Judge of Re- 
ligion thay they ! There would certainly haye 
Ys 2 7 nnn | e 
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been ſomewhat more of Truth in this Aſſertion; 
but then it would not have anſwered his Lord- 
ſhip's Purpoſe ſo well. For every one muſt needs 
have ſeen upon what Account it was that he 
ferch'd his Champion from among the Proteſtants, 
and conſequently have diſcovered that Learning 
1, even in his own Opinion, what he would yet 
make us believe it is not, i. e. good for ſumet hing. 


When his Lordſhip ſhall think fit to give us 
ſome better Reaſons for what he has laid down, 
it will then be time enough to enter with him 
farther into this Debate. In the mean while F 
muſt confeſs my ſelt no leſs ſorry than ſurprized, 
that his Lordſhip ſhould think it decent in him 
to vilify that, the Benefit whereof he - himſelf 
does fo ſenſibly experience. His Lordſhip knows 
and feels the Advantages of a liberal and learned 
Education. And I may preſume to ſay, that 
had Mr. Hoadly, - inſtead of being ſent to the 
Univerfity, been confined to a Shop, he would 
probably have found,that there would have. been 
very little for him to do in any Controverſy 
with This BiSHop or BanGoR. 


VI. 

I have now finiſhed what I intend to offer in 
Defence of the ſirſt Part of the Repreſewtation, 
not without Hopes that I ſhall be thought, by 
impartial Readers, 'to have done Juſtice both to 
his Lordſhip and to the Committee. If it ſhould 
be objected againſt me, that I have not taken 
notice of every thing which. his Lordſhip hath 
ſaid, I ſhall anſwer, that as it would have been 
an endleſs Task to have undertaken this, ſo it 
would have been a very needleſs one. Thoſe 
who think that it would have been to the pur- 
pale to have repeated the ſame thing a hundred 
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(63) 
times over, and are never well pleaſed but when 
they read in Folio, may perhaps be uneaſy. that 
1 have not followed his Lordſhip Step by Step. 
But thoſe who are for having Things at the 
ſmalleſt Expence, will, I hope, find no reaſon 


my Knowledge) any thing omitted under this 
Head, which an attentive Reader may not very 
eaſily judge of, by the help of what has been 
laid down. However, as I do not expect, ſo 


this Caſe. And therefore if his Lordſhip, or 
any of his Friends, ſhall think that he has been 
unfairly dealt with, I do hereby promiſe, that 
as ſoon as I ſhall be convinced of this, I will 


to do, and which every honeſt and. impartial 
Writer always will do; acknowledge my Mi- 


don. 
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to complain, ſeeing there is not (to the beſt of 


neither do I deſire, to be my own ſole Judge in 


do that which every Writer in ſuch a Caſe ought 


ſtake, and publickly ask his Lordſhip's Par- 
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